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Current Topics. 


The Belgian Lawyers’ Relief Fund, 

WE print elsewhere the report which the Belgian Lawyers 
Aid Committee have issued on the beneficent work which was 
commenced in 1914, and has now reached, or is reaching, a 
conclusion It will be an interesting 
in which the legal profession in this country welcomed 
refugees trom 


manner 
and 


devastated 


record of the 


their brethren who were 
These may have formed only a small part of the 


ile power 


assisted 
Belgium 
victims of German ruthlessness. but thei unhappy 


in this country, and con 


fully appealed to lawyer the 
tributions of the profession and the general publi 
America, their sufferings large 
Recovery of Belgian prosperity, if at fir 
but the memory of help thus given 
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remain 
The Legal Birthday Honours. 

Tue BIRTHDAY Honours contain more recognition of le 
than the somewhat belated New Year Ilonour 
which we noted at the May. We are glad to 
see that the honour of knighthood has been conferred on Mr. 
W. H. WIntTerBoTHAM, the senior 


partner in the 
WatTerHovusE & Co., who has been Official Solicitor since 
1895, and was President of the 


Law Society in 1909. The 
same honour has been conferred on Mr. Courtuope-MuUNROB, 
K.C., who has rendered valuable 
capacity to the Board of Trade, and on Mr. Newport, K.C., 
the Recorder of Doncaster, who has given voluntary service 
in the Treasury Solicitor’s Department during the war; and 
on Mr. Norman F. W. Fisuer, Chairman of the Board of 
Inland Revenue; and Dr. H. A, Wywnnt Cork 
has been Crown Solicitor for Ireland since 1916 
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blockade is maintained till the conclusion of peace, that is, 
there is a potential blockade; but there is, we imagine, no 
chance of its being again enforced—neither statesmen nor 
peoples could in any event permit this or the renewal of 
hostilities in any actual form, and for practical purposes it 
appears to have been already removed. A month ago the 
Supreme Economic Council issued a statement (14th May) on 
the relaxations which had been made for the duration of the 
Armistice. This showed that food could be passed freely to 
Germany within the limits of a monthly ratio of 300,000 tons 
of cereals and 70,000 tons of fats—the figures seem enormous— 
and further relaxations have been made since. Sut it does 
not follow that food is actually reaching those who require it, 
and the statements made by Mr. Hoover this week (7imes, 
10th and 11th inst.) will be read with interest. The former 
outlined the economic and financial conditions of the various 
countries of Europe. The outlook, if not so bad for the future, 
seems in many parts bad enough in the present. From the 
latter we gather that the American Relief Administra- 
tion is creating the necessary organisations for the systematic 
feeding of some three or four millions of children. Whatever 
little troubles may exist in political circles in the United States, 
philanthropists over there appear to remain essentially 
practical. 


The Victory Loan. 

In Mr. Hoover’s review of economic conditions referred 
to above, it is stated that the dominant problem in the 
rehabilitation of Europe is one wholly of credits with which 
to buy overseas, and if such finance can be provided, Europe 
should be on a self-supporting base within another year, and 
for this he looks to private—as opposed to Government—credits 
in the United States 
international creditors and debtors will be an interesting 
Meanwhile the pressing 


This may be so, and the relations of 


problem for the next few years 
matter in this country is the placing of the Government in a 
position to meet the tremendous burden of liabilities which 
the war has produced, and it may be anticipated that this 
will be the result of the new loan—‘‘ the Victory Loan ’’—the 
issue of which is announced on another page. This includes 
a 4 per cent. Funding Loan, 1960-1990, redeemable within 
71 years by means of a sinking fund, and 4 per cent, Victory 
Bonds, redeemable at par by annual drawings commencing 
Ist September, 1920 No doubt the new issues, which are at 
80 and 85 per cent., will be as successful as their predecessors. 


Damage from Landslide. 

THe pEcision of the Court of Appeai at the close of last 
sittings in Aft, Gen. v. Cory Brothers & Co., Ltd. (Times, 
5th inst.), turned mainly on questions of fact, and _ this 
accounts for the length of time occupied by the case—thirty- 
five days before Sarcant, J., and fifteen days before the 
Court of Appeal It is, perhaps, chiefly interesting for the 
remarks of Scrutrton, L.J., on the expense involved. The 
evidence, he said, occupied twenty-seven days, and was 
printed on 1,106 folio pages. There were 17,131 questions 
and answers, some of great length. He would be surprised 
if the costs of all parties in the Court below were under 
£50,000, and he expected that that sum would be doubled 
by the time the case was disposed of in the House of Lords, 
where—in view, no doubt, of the judicial differences of 
opinion—he assumed it would go. There has been recently 
an even more striking example of the expense of litigation in 
the Rhodesian Gold Mining Case; but in cases depending on 
complicated and troublesome questions of fact it is difficult to 
suggest the remedy. The parties have to consider how they 
can produce the necessary evidence to the Court, and to 
shorten it may mean the cutting out of something essential. 
It is a matter, no doubt, for discretion, and the observations 
of the Lord Justice will be useful to check the tendency to 
undue prolixity. Whether it can be described as a recent 
tendency we are not sure. The Tichborne Case was an 
earlier example of the same thing. But once get the facts, 


and it is a much easier matter to apply the law. In the 








present case the majority in the Court of Appeal (Swinren 
Eavy, M.R., and Eve, J.) took a different view of the facts 
from Sarcant, J., and hence they allowed the appeal. The 
question was whether a landslide in a Welsh valley, which 
did extensive damage to a mining town, was due to spoil 
heaped on the mountain side by the defendants, a colliery 
company, or whether it was due to natural causes quite apart 
from the colliery operations. Sarcant, J., took the former 
view, and held the company liable. The majority of the 
Court of Appeal have taken the latter view, and exonerated the 
company. Scrutron, L.J., appears to have held that thie 
colliery spoil and not the landslide did the damage, and that 
the company were bound at their peril to keep in the spoil on 
the principle of Rylands v. Fletcher (L. R:. 3_H. L. 330) 
There seem here to be fundamental differences which onl; 
the highest tribunal can adjust. 


Stare Decisis. 

THE Question decided by the House of Lords in Bourn: 
v. Keane (Times, 4th inst.), to which we referred last week, 
as to the legality of masses for the dead becomes comparatively 
of littke moment when compared with the larger and more 
important question involved in the same case as to whether 
the Court ought to over-rule decisions of long standing or 
whether the change ought to be left to the Legislature. The 
question, though not a simple one, is really a matter of 
degree. No one doubts that any great alteration in the law must 
be effected by the Legislature; but is it not equally fitting 
that minor changes and modifications of principles should be 
left to the ultimate Court of Appeal, which is the most 
competent tribunal to deal with them? Theoretically, the 
House of Lords exists for the sole purpose of interpreting, in 
the strict sense, the law; but if it did no more than this. if 
it confined its efforts to declaring what the law has been 
instead of what under present conditions it really is, it would 
greatly impair its usefulness, and in many cases crystallize 
archaic and worn-out principles. One of its functions, and 
certainly not the least of them, is to bring the law into har- 
mony with the altered conditions and spirit of the age. As 
Lord SumNER recently pointed out, the law in all such ques- 
tions depends fundamentally on the safety and welfare of the 
State, and when experience proves that dangers once thought 
to be real are now negligible, the application of general rules 
may be varied by the particular circumstances of our time in 
accordance with that experience. Regarded from this stand- 
point, it seems natural, if not inevitable, that the House of 
Lords of to-day should over-rule the case of West v. Shuttle- 
worth (2 My. & K. 684), decided by Sir Cuartes Pepys, 
afterwards Lord Corrennam, at a time when tolerance and 
religious liberty were not what they are to-day. Everyone 
will agree with Lord Wrensury, who dissented, as to the 
importance of certainty and finality in law and_ the 
‘‘impolicy of disturbing old conclusions.’”’ But there is 
obviously a limit to subservience to precedent, however time- 
honoured, and that limit would seem to»be reached whenever 
the maxim cessante ratione legis cessat lex ipsa becomes 
applicable. Lord Wrensury thought that the principle of 
maintaining the law based on judicial decisions of long stand- 
ing was not confined to cases in which titles would be affected 
by its review, but was a principle of general application. 
This view, however, does not seem to have been taken by tlie 
Court of Appeal in the recent case of Croft v. W. F. Blay & Co 
(Times, 31st ult.). But be that as it may, it is certain that 
the law is not inflexible, and though we are bound to admit 
that it is immutable in theory, we do so with the mental 
reservation pur si muove. 


Notice to Quit. 

Tue Court or AppEaL in Croft v. W. F. Blay (Limited), 
which we have just alluded to, have treated as open for 
reconsideration the question when a notice to quit must be 
given in the case of a tenant who holds over after a term which 
includes a broken part of a year, and becomes by payment of 
rent a yearly tenant, It is, of course, familiar law that 









dh tnt ot Gh eee oh ot oe eee 


— ote Go Oo OO eee oe 


oe @&@ = @ oe wees Cy FM A tet Oe eS Oe ee Oh ll 


— me 


er ot ee: oO 








‘or 
be 
ch 
of 

at 


=" 


— 
~ 


June 14, 1919 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 63.1 585 








holding over and payment of rent by reference to a yearly | preserve the opinion of assessors or place it on its record. 


holding is evidence of the creation of a yearly tenancy, and, | 


unless there are circumstances leading to a contrary conclusion, 
a yearly tenancy will be deemed to have been created; and, 


|} constantly do state in 


further, the new tenancy will be deemed to be upon such of 


the terms of the old tenancy as ate applicable to a yearly 
tenancy: Hyatt v. Griffiths (17 Q. B. 505); see Laws of Eng- 
land, Vol. 18, p. 441, note (g). And if the question is put, 
When is this new tenancy created ? the answer must surely be, 
at the time when the old tenancy came to an end. In the 
present case the original tenancy was for one year and one- 
eighth of a year, from llth November, 1915, which made it 
end at Christmas, 1916. If the new tenancy began on that 
date, then the notice to quit must be a half-year’s notice ex- 
piring at some subsequent Christmas ; in fact, notice was given 
by the tenants on 8th June, 1917, for the following Christ- 
mas, which, prima facie, was regular—that is, it assumed, 
as is now held, that the tenancy was a Christmas tenancy. 
But it has been considered hitherto that the rule that the 
notice must be given in reference to the commencement of the 
tenancy should give way in such a case to the principle that a 
tenancy thus created shall be treated as continuous with the 
original tenancy, so as to have the date of the original tenancy 
for its commencement. That would give 11th November as 
the date of commencement, and the notice given on 8th June 
would be bad. This view was taken in the Queen’s Bench by 
Lord Denman, C.J., and Patreson, Wi.tiams, and 
CoLeripGe, JJ., quite a strong Court, in Doe v. Dobell (1 
Q. B. 806) in 1841; and again later in the same year in the 
Common Pleas by Tinpat, C.J., and Cottman and Mav te, 
JJ., also a strong Court, in Berry v. Lindley (3 Man. & Gr 
1841). These decisions seem to have been founded upon 
the rule of convenience—namely, that in regard to a tenancy 
which had in fact run on continuously, the ‘“‘ current year ’’ 
for purposes of notice to quit referred to the time of entry, 
and not to the date of the creation of the new tenancy. There 
seems a good deal to be said for that view, and, enshrined as 
it has been, in all the leading text-books, the Courts might 
have been expected to accept it. But it has now been held 
otherwise. The Court of Appeal have affirmed the innovat- 
ing judgment of Astaury, J. (ante, p. 336), and have held 
that the ‘‘ current year ’’ of the new tenancy is distinct from 
that of the old tenancy, and runs from the date when the old 
tenancy ended and the new tenancy began. 


The Functions of Admiralty Assessors. 


Tue Hovse or Lorps, nowadays, both in its political and its 
judicial character, sometimes astonishes the world by its readi- 
ness to abandon precedent and to introduce revolutionary 
innovations, Lord BirkENHEAD, certainly, is not a lawyer with 
an unduly conservative strain in his blood; and to his advent 
upon the Woolsack some part of the new spirit may faitly be 
imputed, One of these minor revolutions is illustrated by SS. 
Melanie v. S.S. San Onofre (ante, p. 552). Hitherto, it 
has been the practice to have nautical assessors in the Court of 
Appeal, and even in the House of Lords, on the occasion of an 
important appeal from the Admiralty Court when the trial 
judge sat with assessors. Strictly speaking, questions of fact 
and law alike are decided by the judge alone in all such cases. 
He merely gets from the nautical assessors the benefit of expert 
advice on technical matters. 
or advice—is the decision from which the appeal lies. The Court 
of Appeal decides (1) whether his findings of fact are supported 
by the evidence, and (2) whether his view of the law is 
sound. But theory and practice differ. In coming to its 
own conclusions, of course, the higher court gets the benefit of 
its own assessors’ help on expert matters ; they are supposed to 
give exactly the same advice as the assessors below. The 
appeal is not from assessors to assessors; all assessors are pre- 
sumed to give the same correct opinion as to the reasonable 
inferences to be drawn in respect of nautical affairs. For this 
reason, hitherto; it has not been the practice of the courts to 


His judgment—not their opinion. 


Itisa 
But judges 
their judgments that they have 
had the benefit of the nautical assessors’ opinion in taking the 
view they take. Thus it sometimes happens that the nautical 
assessors in the Appeal Court. hear this statement and refuse to 


private matter for the ear of the judge alone. 


_credit it. They declare that the view attributed by the judgment 








to the assessors below is so obviously absurd that no assessor 
can have given it Every Admiralty practitioner has seen 
many instances of this difficulty And now the House of Lords 
has boldly decided that in future the opinion of the assessors 
in the courts below is to be taken in the form of questions and 
answers, is to be reduced to writing, and is to be added to the 
record The Court of Appeal and the House of Lords, unless 
they want further expert guidance on other matters, can then 
dispense with nautical assessors of their own 


Differences Between the Assessors. 

In SS. Melanie v. S.S. San Onofre (supra) a quite Gil- 
bertian situation arose. There had been a collision between two 
g in the Bristol Channel. The trial judge, 
advised by two nautical assessors from Trinity House, found 
both vessels to blame. 


steamers during a fo 


The assessors had taken a decided view 
on a technical point of seamanship, but although the judge 
acted on their advice he did not record its basis. Next, in the 
Court of Appeal, both nautical assessors assisting that court 
agreed in disagreeing diametrically from the view attributed 
to their brethren below, and they carried with them 

naturally, as the question was purely one as to whether there 
had been bad seamanship or not—all the Lords Justices, One 
party, alone, theyfoundtoblame. He appealed to the House of 
Lords. The question was one of fact alone, namely, the correct 
course for a seaman to take in an emergency. So the Lords 
also had two assessors. Now the Law Lords, mere landsmen, 
were quite unable to say which court had taken a correct view of 
the facts. So they naturally left the question to their own 
irs, and had these gentlemen agreed their opinion would 
Why? It is not easy to say why the view of 
two assessors, practically jurymen, should prevail, simply 
because they happened to be sent to advise the Lords, whereas 
their brethren— equally competent professionally-—got sent to 
the courts below But the Lords’ assessors added a new diffi- 
culty to those already surrounding a decision. They disagreed 
with one another “‘ on every point in serious controversy ’’—to 
quote the graphic description of the situation given by the Lord 
Chancellor. It therefore became necessary for their lordships 
to apply their own minds to the decisions of the professional 
points in issue. But here they had three heavy handicaps: (1) 
they had no expert knowledge of seamanship ; (2) their assessors 
took opposite views of every technical issue; and (3) they had 
no record of the actual opinions of the assessors below. They 
decided the question by dismissing the appeal. But the Lord 
with just a suggestion of acerbity 

written 


assess 


have prevailed. 


Chancellor announced 
that in future the House of Lords must have the 
opinions of the assessors below before it, and could then dis- 
pense with the services of any assessors of its own Hard cases 
make bad law. so the old saying runs. Perhaps we may 
sav that obstinate assessors induce revolutionary decisions on 
points of practice even in the House of Lords It should, 
however, be pointed out, that in the Court of Admiralty the 
assessors are appointed by Trinity House, and therefore repre- 
sent the opinions of the Mercantile Marine, In the Court of 
Appeal they are appointed by the Admiralty, and naturally 
express naval views where these differ in matters ot seaman- 
ship (as is often the case) from those of the merchant service. 
But in the House of Lords one assessor is appointed by Trinity 
House and one by the ‘Admiralty, //ine i/lae lachrymae. 


Mr. H. A. Colefax, K.C., has resigned his position as Controller of 
the Optical Munition . Glassware Supply, and Potash Production Branch 
of the Ministry of Munitions, on the transfer of its funetions to the 


Industries and Manufactures Department of the Board of Trade. 
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Remedies Against Military 


Superiors. 


Tue reserved judgment of Mr. Justice McCarpiz.in Heddon 
v. Evans (Times, 5th inst.) deals, in that learned judge’s 
usual thorough and painstaking way, with the position in 
person subject to military jurisdiction who attempts 

. superior officer for an alleged wrong. McCarpir, J., 
shares with Sankey, J., and the late Sir Samvuet Evans, the dis- 
tinction of possessing in a high degree the quality of judicial 
By this we mean that he never shirks the decision 
of fundamental legal problems, but rather seeks and delights 
in raising far-reaching issues Hence his judgments are apt 
monumental etting out all the known 
law on some questio vexata that long has remained in doubt. 
The present is one of these cases 
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for in the Appendix to the Military Rules of Procedure, and 
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this kind signed in 
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It would probably be safe 
irregularities in very many 
the New Armies Private 
course investigated by a staff 
the court-martial ; not pro- 

discharged from the service, and at once 
gainst Major Evans, the commanding 
officer in question, on the grounds of (1) false imprisonment, 
(2) malicious persecution, and (3) slander. 


to Ly 
orders of 
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ceeding a 


Nothing turns on the form of the aetion. In substance, in 
the case of each of these torts, Heppon had the same difficulty 
to meet. Ile was faced with the preliminary difficulty that 
a military inferior cannot sue a military superior for any act 
committed in the course of his military duties. This plea 
for the defence, indeed, was not wholly successful. Mr. Justice 
McCanrpie refused to sustain it in the sweeping form in which 
it was raised, but in a minor form his judgment substantially 
accepted it The distinction between doctrine pro- 
pounded by the defence and the rule enunciated by the 
learned judge, however, although it did not affect the result 
of the case, is all-important in law, and 
here 

Prima facie, if a person on 


alien, soldier or civilian 


the 


must be considered 
British soil—be he British or 
is the victim of false imprisonment, 
three (1) an action in 
trespass for damages; (2) a summons for assault; and (3) an 
application for the Crown writ In other 
words, there is an alternative remedy in each of the three 
forms of proceedings known to our common law— 
namely, civil, criminal and Crown proceedings by prerogative 
writ. 


our Constitution provide 


remedie 
of habeas cor pus 
legal 


But habeas corpus is only a remedy for civilians: it 
does not avail in favour of a person subject to military law 
The person on whom the writ is served has merely to make a 
return alleging that the person in custody is a person subject 
to military law, and that all the proceedings were according 
to military law (Brenan’s case, 10 Q. B. 492). The civil 
court, then, has no authority to go behind the fact of lia- 





bility to military law and inquire into the lawfulness of the 
alleged imprisonment. 

But the case is not quite the same with a civil action for 
trespass or a criminal prosecution for assault. In these cases 
a soldier’s action is prima facie maintainable, and must be 
given a hearing; it cannot be struck out on a preliminary 
objection that the jurisdiction of the civil court is ousted 
Fraser v. Balfour (62 Soritcrrors’ JOURNAL, 680). It has, 
however, been contended, and was contended before Mr 
Justice McCarpie in Heddon v. Evans (supra), as well as 
before the House ef Lords in Fraser v. Balfour (supra), that 
where the action brought by a persor subject to military law 
(a) is against a superior officer, and (4) relates to some 
act done by the latter to the former in the course of his 
military duty, and (c) is founded on the alleged wrongfulness 
of such act, then in the presence of these three conditions 
the civil court has no jurisdiction to try the case. For to 
do so would be to take cognizance of a matter involving naval 
or military discipline. And this, it was contended for the 
defence, is excluded from the jurisdiction of a civil court. 

The rationale of this alleged limitation of jurisdiction is 
very interesting. It is based on the view that a person who 
enters the Army “ contracts out ’’ of his ordinary civil 
remedies, and accepts in lieu thereof the remedies provided 
for him by what are called the ‘‘ Articles of War ’’—now 
embodied in a statutory shape in the Army Act. Sections 
42 and 43 of the Army Act give officers and soldiers the right 
of ‘‘ complaint ’’ when a superior does them a wrong. This 
complaint goes ultimately to the Army Council, after passing 
through all intermediate authorities between the soldier's 
commanding officer and that body. This somewhat shadowy 
remedy was held by the Court of Appeal in Marks v. Frogley 
(1898, Q. B. 888) to be a substitute remedy for military 
grievances against superiors which every soldier must be 
deemed to have accepted. But in Fraser v. Balfour (supra) 
the House of Lords, without deciding the point, held that 
the matter still remained for their House an open question. 
Be that as it may, Mr. Justice McCarpie was, of course, 
bound by the decision of the Court of Appeal. 

Now that decision, such was the submission of the defence, 
seems at first sight to bar altogether Private Heppon’s claim. 
But Mr. Justice McCarpre ingenious!y—and, no doubt, quite 
correctly—distinguished Marks v. Frogley (supra). In that 
case the soldier had enlisted voluntarily. Therefore he could 
be taken to have contracted out of his civil remedies in con- 
sideration of the employment given him. But no such con- 
sideration moves from the promises given to a conscript; 
military employment is not a benefit given him, but a burden 
imposed on him. An implied ‘‘ contracting out,’’ there- 
fore, is impossible in his case; nor is there any -consideration 
for the implied contractual waiver of rights. True, the 
Military Service Acts declare that a conscript must be 
‘deemed ’’ to have ‘‘ duly enlisted.’’ This might be con- 
strued as meaning that he must be deemed to be in the same 
position as regards legal status as the man who has volun- 
tarily enlisted ; but Mr. Justice McCarpre thought that there 
were limits to that method of reading implications into the 
peculiar wording of the Military Service Acts. He, there- 
fore, drew a distinction between the status of a conscript and 
that of an enlisted or attested man, in respect of remedies 
against superiors for wrongs committed in the course of 4 
military duty. The latter has contracted out of his civilian 
remedies for the wrong, the former has not. 

It follows, since HEppoN was not an enlisted man, that his 
action was not barred merely by the existence of the military 
relationship of subordination between the officer and himself. 
But, nevertheless, there is a bar to the bringing of such pro- 
ceedings. Under the Army Act a military superior has 
disciplinary jurisdiction over an inferior, just as a parent or 
teacher has over a child. If the act founded on by the 
plaintiff was within the defendant’s jurisdiction, was regular, 
and was committed bond fide, then the plea of privileged 
occasion is applicable and prevails, How far this plea is one 
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of absolute privilege, and how far it is rebuttable by proof 
of malice, is an interesting point which did not arise, since 
on the facts the judge held that there was no malice. Now, 
the officer undoubtedly had jurisdiction to try HEppon and 
to place him under arrest. He had committed two small 
technical irregularities in so doing—namely, signing an 
incorrect form of order and omitting to inform the plaintiff 
of his right to demand trial by court-martial; but section 172 
(2) and (4) of the Army Act provides that irregularities of 
mere form are not to invalidate proceedings; Lx parte Doyle 
(86 L. J. K. B. 1514). His bona fides was not seriously 
impugned. Therefore, the plea of ‘‘ privilege ’’ was sound, 
and the plaintiff’s action failed. 

In finding for the defendant, however, Mr. Justice 
McCarpie expressed his disapproval of the treatment meted 
out to the plaintiff in the Army, and doubtless his views will 
assist to procure a more enlightened administration of military 
discipline. 


The Peace Casheniinn. 


(Continued from page 552.) 





We have given, so far as limits of space allowed, the terms of peace 
which were communicated to the German Delegates at Versailles on 
7th May. A period of fifteen days was allowed for the Reply, which 
was to be in writing, and meanwhile observations on particular 
points could be de:ivered also in writing. Advantage was taken of 
the latter permission to deliver Notes on various subjects, including 
suggestions with regard to the scheme for a League of Nations and 
on international Labour Legislation (10th May); as to the repatria- 
tion of German war and civilian prisoners (11th May); and three 
Notes of 13th May (1) on the effect of the terms on 
the economic position of the German population saying 

‘f the LVeace Treaty is signed, the death sentence is 
thereby passed on many millions of German men, women and 
children’ ; (2) on indemnity for losses suffered during the war, 
claiming that the German people would never have undertaken @ 
war of offence and were not responsible for the action of the former 
Government, which represented the war to be one of defence; and 
(5) on the proposed cession of German territory to France, as com- 
pensation tor loss of coal, the cession being at first temporary, but 
possibly in the end to be permanent, On 14th May a Reply was sent 
by M. Clemenceau to the German Note on International Labow 
Legislation. On 19th May a German Note was sent on the effect of 
Art, 458 on German Missions abroad. On 20th May M. CLEMENCEAU 
replied to the German Note of 15th May on compensation, pointing 
out that by the Armistice Terms Germany accepted the obligation 
to make reparation for losses arising out of Germany's “ aggres 
sion,’’ and it was too late now for Germany to deny her aggression 
and her responsibility :— 

“It would be impossible, you state further, that the German 
people should be regarded as the accomplices of the faults 
committed by the ‘tormer German Government,’ However, 
Germany has never ciaimed, and such a declaration would have 
been contrary to ali principles of international law, that a 
modification of its political reaime or a change in the governing 
personalities would be sufficient to extinguish an obligation 
already undertaken by any nation. She did not act unon the 
principle she now contends for, either in 1871 as regards France 
after the proclamation of the Republic, nor in 1917 in regard 
to Russia after the revolution which abolished the Tsarist 
regime. 

But surely Germany was promised that a change in her Govern 
ment would make all the difference in the conditions of peace, 

On 20th May Count Brockporrr-Ranrzavu addressed a Note to 
M. CLEMENCEAU giving a list of further Notes which the German 
Peace Delegation proposed to present, and asking for further time, 
as follows : 

‘First, a Note on territorial questions in the East ; secondly, 
a Note on Alsace-Lorraine ; thirdly, a Note on the occupied 
regions ; fourthly, a Note on the extent and the carrying out of 
the reparation obligations undertaken by Germany ; fifthly, a 
Note on the further practical handling of the question of 
Labour legislation; sixthly, a Note on the treatment of Ger- 
man private property in enemy countries. 

“ Furthermore, we are preparing a statement of observations 
which the German Government has been led to make by the 
draft of the Peace Treaty in its individual stipulations. As 
the questions here dealt with are in part of a very complicated 
nature and had to be thoroughly discussed with experts, both 





at Versailles and in Berlin, it will not be possible to get 
through all of them in the period of fifteen days indicated by 
Your Excellency on the 7th of this month, although the Dele- 
gation will endeavour to present as many of the Notes as 
possible within this limit 

In view of these circumstances, I propose, on behalf of the 
German Peace Delegation, that the contents of the prospective 
Notes shall be regarded even now as having been made the 
subject of written discussions, and that the requisite period 
shall be granted us for setting them forth in detail.”’ 

And on 2lst May M. Ciemenceav sent the following reply :— 

I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 20th May 
stating that the subjects on which the German Delegation 
wishes to offer suggestions are so complicated that the memo- 
randa of the German Delegation cannot be completed within 
the fifteen days granted on the 7th inst., and asking in conse- 
quence for an extension of the time-limit. 

In reply I beg to inform your Excellency that the Allied 
and Associated Governments are willing to grant an extension 
until Thursday, 29th May.”’ 

On 28th May a Reply was sent to the German Note of 17th May 
as to the return of German prisoners, That Note and also the 
Reply will be found in a Britush communiqué issued at Paris on 
22nd May and printed in the Zimes of the 25rd. The 
main point of discussion was the German claim that, “ bearing 
in mind the difference of jurisdiction in the various countries 
concerned it is indispensable for prisoners of war and in- 
terned civilians who have been detained for offences other than 
those against discipline to be repatriated unconditionally,’’ and the 
German Note pressed for alleviation of the condition of the 
prisoners until repatriation. ‘To the first point the Allies said :— 


In reply, they wish to state that they cannot agree that 
prisoners of war and civil prisoners who have been guilty of 
crimes or penal offences should be released, These crimes 
and penal offences have been committed on Allied soil and 
have been dealt with by the legally constituted authorities 
without reference to the fact that the wrong-doer was a German 
rather than an Allied citizen.”’ 


{mil an instance of a double murder committed by a German 
prisoner was given. As to the second; 

In regard to the second question, the German Peace Dele- 
gation makes no specific suggestions as to the alleviation which 
they would propose for the prisoners of war and interned 
civilians between the date of the signing of peace and their 
repatriation. The Allied and Associated Powers are not aware 
of what aileviation it is possible to make, seeing that they 
have scrupulously endeavoured to observe both the laws of war 
and the dictates of humanity in the treatment which they have 
given to prisoners of war, and that, as provided in the last 
section of Article 218, it is essential that prisoners of war 
and interned civilians should remain subject to discipiine and 
control pending their repatriation in the interests of all con- 
ce rned, 

Lhe German Peace Delegation may rest assured that it is 
the intention of the Allied and Associated Powers to treat their 
prisoners of war during the period between the signing of peace 
and repatriation with full consideration of their feelings and 
their needs.’’ 

On 22nd May the Allies’ Reply ta the German Proposals for a 
League of Nations was pubiished at Paris in a British communiqué, 
It commenced : 

Phe Committee of the Allied and Associated Powers ap- 
pointed to consider the proposals of the German Government 
on the subject of the League of Nations have examined these 
proposals with care. They note with interest the stipulations 
contained in the project of the German Government, and have 
considered that a suitable opportunity for the general dia- 
cussion Of those stipulations will arise when the League has 
been definitely constituted. For the moment they limit them- 
selves to drawing attention to a certain number of the specific 
points raised. 

They beg to point out that the proposals of the German 
Government deal with matters which have been discussed at 
length by the Commission of the League of Nations, but they 
consider, in general, that the proposals of the Covenant are 
much more practical than those of the German Government, 
and better calculated to secure the objects of the League, 

They are glad to note that the German Government is in 
favour of a League for the maintenance of peace which shall be 
based on, and which shall give effect to, the general principles 
of democratic government. With that point of view they are 
in hearty agreement, but they do not consider that all the 
specific proposals of the German scheme would, in practice, be 
an advantage for the purpose."’ 





55 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


June 14, 1919 

















(he following are the Allies’ observations on certain of the specific 
the German Government, They are sufficiently 


i est ns made 
nteresting to quote in full 
1) With 3 rd to the establishment of a separate inter 
na n lice (paragraphs 16-18 and 62 of the 
( they do n consider that any body of 
' 1 i cordance with the German plan would, 
have the necessary authority to settle international 
lis} : iintain the peace of the workl. That will be 
f the Council as constituted by the Covenant. 
\t the same time, they are in sympathy with the view that 
ystem partial Commissions for conciliation may, in 
, , ies, be the most suitable and the most effective means 
@ prel nary investigation, and where possible, for the 
ent of disputes not taken to arbitration, and they beg 
to pou { re is nothing in the Covenant to prevent 
the use i ich Commissions They anticipate that, in 
practice, such Commissions will be set up whenever they will 
" ea us il } pose 
»» The pr ‘ ils f the German Government for the com 
i, jurisdiction, and procedure of a Permanent Court of 
nal Justice (paragraphs 14, 15, 29, 36) have been 
ca y reviewed, and will be submitted for detailed con- 
on to the Council of the League of Nations when it 
prepares a plan for the establishment of a permanent Court 
lan vith Article 14 of the Covenant 
> in | ivue of Nations Commission of the Conference 
an earlier stage considered the principle of obligatory 
tration (paragraphs 30, 33), and decided that its universal 
pplicat 1 in the form proposed is not practicable at the 
present time lhe Committee point out, however, that they 
ha | ded for an obligatory recourse to pacific means for 
the settl ! ill disputes, and they believe that the estab 
lishm of a] inent Court will do much to encourage the 
extension of the principle of arbitration 
| ya n sympathy with many of the proposals made 
In paragrap! 4 and 56 of the German Government's project 
th 1 el eedom of transit and communications and 
the econon ind commercial relations between different 
| ples Lhe g to point out that general agreements om 
thes« itters of the sort suggested by deme Govaumealll 
are alread nder consideration by the Allied and Associated 
1 s, and that they will be submitted in due course to the 
| i¢ N it ns 
4) With regard to the proposal that all costs and damages 
resulting to members of the League from a breach of the 
Covenant shou e paid by the Covenant-breaking State (para 
aph 65), the Allied and Associated Powers recognize generally 
stice of 1 principle laid down by the German Govern 
ment, wi nis, indeed I veneral applicati n Chey are, how 
< confident that this measure will, in fact, be a lopted by 
the | e in the unfortunate event of a bréach of the Covenant, 
that t) lo not consider any modification,of the provisions 
the Covenant to be requ red 
») They are glad to note that the German Government is 
n favour of disarmament (paragraphs 40, 42) rhey beg to 
point ut that the Covenant provides fo1 the preparation and 
Lon sion to members of the Ls igue ol proposals for inter- 
national disarmament 
they note the proposalsof the German Government (para 
graphs 62, 64) as to sanctions for breach of obligations of the 
nembers of the League They are, however, of « pinion that 
the automatic economic pressure on Covenant-breaking States 
provided by Art 16 of the Covenant, to be followed by such 
international military or naval action as may be necessary. 1s 
likely to be speedier and more effective than the German 


suggestions 


) 1] , } ‘ . 
On 23rd May \ilies sent a Reply to the German Note as to 


economic effect of the proposed terms. his is a carefully 
soned eXamination in thirteen clauses of the German objectix ns 
will be found in the 7imes of 24th May The Allies state that 


German fears of scarcity are exaggerated, and that no allow- 
is made for the continued receipt of products from territory 

ken away 
4. “ Great stress is laid upon the proposal that on the 


eastern side Germany shall be deprived of the regions specially 
to the production of wheat and potatoes. This is true. 
but the Note fails altogether to obs rve that there 18 nothing 


devoted 


4] “aie , 
m ie Peace Tre aty to prevent e hey the continued produc tion 

these commodities in the areas in question or their impor- 
tation into Germany; on the contrary, the free admission of 


the products of the eastern districts is provided for during a 
period of three years 





“ Moreover, it is fortunate for Germany that these regions 
have lost none of their productivity owing to the ravages of war, 
They have escaped the shocking fate which was dealt out by 
the German Army to the corresponding territories in Belgium 
and France on the west, and Poland, Russia, Rumania and 
Serbia on the east. There appears to be no reason why their 
produce should not continue to find a market on German svi! 
And as to the fate of Germany under the proposed terms :- 

11. “ Finally, the German Note rashly asserts that the peace 
conditions will ‘ logically bring about the destruction of several 
millions of persons in Germany,’ in.addition to those who have 
perished in the war, or who are alleged to have lost their lives 
in consequence of the blockade. Against the war losses of 
Germany might very fairly be placed the far greater losses 
which her initiative and conduct of the war have inflicted upon 
the Allied countries, and which have left an ineffaceable mark 
upon the manhood of Europe. On the other hand, the figures 
and the losses alleged to have been caused by the blockade are 
purely hypothetical. 

“There is no reason whatever why Germany under the new 
conditions should not build up for herself a position both of 
stability and prosperity in the European world. Her terri- 
tories have suffered less than those of any other Continental 
belligerent State during the war. Indeed, so far as pillage or 
devastation is concerned, they have not suffered at all. Their 
remaining and untouched resources, supplemented by the 
volume of import trade, should be adequate for recovery and 
development 


Qn 25th May a British communiqué issued at Paris gave M. 
CLemMeNcEAU’s Reply to Count Brockporrr-Rantzav’s Note of 
i3th May on the proposed territorial cessions on the West of 
Germany, which had been followed by another Note of 16th May, 
enclosing a draft of a counter-proposal for supplying France with 
coa In his Reply M. Criemenceau denied that any German 
territory was being made the subject of a bargain, and stated that 

in fact the wishes of all the territories in question will be con- 
sulted, and the procedure [to be| followed in such comsultation 
has been carefully settled with special regard to local conditions.’ 
\s regards the Saar Basin he pointed out that the administration 
was to be that of the League of Nations, and that the population 

ire assured of the maintenance of all their present liberties and, 
in addition, there are guaranteed to them in financial and social 
matters a number of special advantages,’’ while at the end of 
fifteen years they are to settle the matter by plebiscite—all which 
admits that there is in the present a transfer of territory to another 
domination. The Reply also justifies “ the complete and immediate 
transfer to France of mines adjacent to the French frontier ’’ as a 
prompt, secure and businesslike method of compensation for the 
destruction of the French coal mines ; at the same time, by securing 
that the value of the mines should be credited to the reparation 
account due from Germany, it makes full use of them as a means 
f payment on the general account of reparation.”’ 


fn 22nd May the German Delegation sent a Note to M. 
Crrmenceatu dealing with the peace terms as regards private 
property, but this we must reserve for further notice should it seem 
necessary, 


On 29th May the German Delegation presented their Reply to 
the peace terms as a whole, consisting first of general observations 
on the nature of the terms and then of specific counter-proposals. 
The chief point made in the general observations is that Germany 
has a right, under the conditions on which the Armistice was 
signed, to a peace treaty based upon President Wi1son’s well- 
known principles, and that the proposed terms depart from these 
principles. In the legal terms which the German Reply used: 

Neither the Allied and Associated Governments nor the German 
Government, therefore, were any longer free regarding the basis of 
the form which the peace was to assume, but, on the contrary, there 
existed, as was evident from an exposé of the historical facts, an 
undoubtedly legally binding pactum de contrahendo.” Since the 
29th of May we are not aware that there has been any) reliable 
information as to the changes which the Allies propose to make, 
but having regard to the necessity of arriving at a fair settlement, 
and to the reasonable tone in which the negotiations have been 
conducted, there seems good reason for expecting that al] proper 
concessions will be made, 


(To be continued.) 








The marriage of his Honour Judge Granger, of 25, Lower Belgrave- 
street, S.W., to Ellen, widow of Godfrey Walker, of Northbrook Park, 
Countess Wear, Devon, took place last Saturday at Christ Church, 
Westminster. The Rev. R. J. Campbell, D.D., performed the ceremony: 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


HARRIES v. CRAWFURD AND OTHERS. 19th, 20th, 22nd, and 
23rd May. 


Epvucation—Pvusiic ELEMENTARY ScHOOL—NoN-PRovipep ScHoot—Dis- 
MISSAL OF HeaD Mastern—GRrouNnpDs CONNECTED WITH THE GIVING OF 
Rewiciovus Instruction—Consenr or Loca, EpvucaTion AUTHORITY— 
Derecr In APPOINTMENT OF ANY ManaGeR—Epvucation Act, 1902 (2 
Ep. 7, c. 42), s. 7 (1), Scuep. 1, Parr B. 3. 


The appellant was appointed head master of a boys’ school in 1899 
under an agreement in writing terminable by three months’ written 
notice on either side. The school became a non-provided school under 
the Education Act, 1902. In 1917 the appellant sent an indignant and 
admittedly improper letter of protest to the diocesan inspector on the 
subject of an examination which the inspector had held for the purpose 
of testing the religious knowledge of the school children. The managers 
decided that the writing of the letter was an act of insubordination on 
the part of the head master, and they gave him three months’ notice, 
in writing, to resign. He thereupon commenced this action, claiming a 
declaration that the letter dismissing. him was invalid, because the con- 
sent of the local education authority had not been first obtained by the 
managers, and he contended that this consent was necessary, because 
the ground for his dismassal was not connected with the giving of reli- 
gious instruction. Alternatively, he said that there was a defect in the 
appointment of some of the managers, and therefore the managers were 
not in a position to give him notice, assuming that his dismissal was on 
grounds connected with the giving of religious instruction 

Held, following Young v. Cuthbert (1906, 1 CA. 451), that the provi 
sions of section 7, sub-section (1), of the Education Act, 1902, conferred 
no right upon a teacher, but merely regulated the relations between the 
managers of the school and the cdeeation authority, and the appellant 


therefore was not entitled to avail himeelf either of the want of consent | 


on the part of the local education authority or of the directions for 
giving a teacher an opportunity of being heard contained in the regula- 
tions issued to school managers relative to cases coming within section 7, 
sub-section (1) (c). 

Held, further, that on the facts the dismissal of the appellant was on 
grounds connected with the giving of religious instruction. 

Held, also, that there was not such a defect in the appointment of 
certain of the school managers as to render the notice terminating his 
appointment invalid on that ground. 


Decision of the Court of Appeal (1918, 2 Ch. 158) affirmed. 


Appeal by the plaintiff in the action ¥Yrom an order of the Court of 
Appeal affirming a judgment of Peterson, J. The facts sufficiently 
appear from the headnote. 

Lord BrrkenneaD, C., said that Mr. Harries claimed in the action 
a declaration that the notice dismissing him from the appointment of 
head master of the Sonning Boys School, Berks, given him by the 
respondents, the Rev. G. P. Crawfurd and others purporting to act as 
the managers of the school, was invalid on various grounds. It would 


seem that for some years the appellant had been of opinion that the | 


reports which had been made by the diocesan inspector were unjust to 
his pupils and unfair to himself and his fellow teachers. He took 
objection to the questions set for the examination which was held in 
March, 1917, and he wrete the letter to the diocesan inspector, which 
unfortunate course brought about the unhappy consequences which led 
to his dismissal. No one could dispute that the letter was improper 
and impertinent, and shewed a complete failure on the part of the 
appellant to realise his position. It was important to consider the 
objections to the validity of the notice to resign raised by the appel 
lant. First, he said that he was not dismissed on grounds connected 
with the giving of religious instruction at the school, and that conse 
quently the consent of the Berks Education Authority was a condition 
precedent to the respondents’ right to dismiss him ; and, secondly, that 
the respondents were not a duly constituted body of managers, aud 
were not competent to dismiss him. His lordship expressed no opinion 
on the question whether the appellant had been harshly treated : the 
question before the House depended simply upon the construction of 
the statute. After the passing of the Act of 1902 there were certain 
changes in the method of religious instruction. An inspection was held 
annually by a diocesan inspector of the Bishop of Oxford. The in 
spector was to examine the pupils and to report on and to test the effi 
ciency of the religious instruction given at the school, and this religious 
instruction was given at a time when the school was closed for the pur 
poses of ordinary education. The attendance of the plaintiff was not 
compellable on such occasions, and the services rendered by him were 
voluntary services. On the inspection in question in this case the general 
diocesan inspector was unable to be present, but he prepared a number 
of questions for examination, which were presented by his substitute 
Mr. Aeworth, who examined the pupils viva voce. Mr. Acworth made 
a report. in which it was stated that the written work in the class was 
much below the average and distinctly poor. The appellant came to 








the conclusion that a portion of the report was unfair, and his letter | 
to Mr. Nixon of 3rd April, 1917, gave rise to this litigation. The 


plaintiff and the head mistress were requested to withdraw the letter 
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but in the first instance they refused to withdraw, and on 15th May 
the defendants gave notice to the plaintiff and Miss Connelly that they 
were suspended for insubordinate conduct, and that the managers in- 
tended to report to the Berkshire Education Committee with a view to 
their dismissal. The education authority, however, throughout took the 
view that this was a dismissal on grounds connected with the giving of 
religious instruction, and that their consent was not necessary. lis 
lordship had come to the conclusion, though not without some hesitation, 
that this dismissal was on grounds connected with the giving o6 religious 
instruction. It was true that the cause of dismissal was stated to be 
the writing of an insubordinate letter, and that the managers had never 
considered the merits of the dispute. That was the immediate cause, 
but the language of the Legislature was intentionally wide, and the object 
of Parliament was to retain in the hands of the managers all matters 
connected with religious education. The Legislature had used general 
terms in order to increase rather than to diminish the area within which 
the power of dismissal was given to the managers. His lordship then 
dealt with the objection founded on the irregularity in the appointment 
of certain of the managers, and rejected it. He accordingly moved 
that the appeal be dismissed, with costs 

Lords Frntay, ATKINSON and WrReNBURY gave judgments to the like 
effect.—Counsg, for the appellant, Maugham, K.C., A. A. Thomas and 
F. K. Archer; for the respondents, TJ’omlin, K.C., and Sheldon. Sort- 
crtors, Baker & Nairne ; Rawle, Johnatone, & Co., for Blandy & Blandy, 
Reading 








[Reported by Ensxine Rui, Barrister-at-Law.) 


Court of Appeal. 


SMITH v. BUSKELL BUSKELL v. SMITH AND GREAT 
WESIERN RAILWAY CO. No. |. 26th May. 
Pracrice—JOINDER oF Parties—CouNnTER-CLAIM—JOINDER OF THIRD 
PartTy—ALTERNATIVE CLAIM ARISING FROM SAME SUKJECT-MATTER— 
Jupicature Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 66), s. 24 (3)—R.8.C., Orpen 

21, nr. 11, 15 

The defendant to an action for goods sold and delivered by rail, 
counter-claimed for damages for loss of profit, and joined the railway 
ompany as defendants to the counter-claim. He pleaded that the goods 
had been delivered to the company in a bad condition, and/or so 
improperly par ked that they would hecome bad before they could reach 
him, and in the alternative that, tf in scand condition when delevered, 
the company had caused the damage to their condition by exposing 
them to wet weather in open trucks 


Held, that the railway company could prope rly be joined aa defendants 
t» the counter-claim, as the claims against them and the plaintff, 
though alternative, were overlapping aad not mutually exclusive. 

Times Cold Storage Co. v. Lowther (1911, 2 X. B. 100), distinguished. 

Appeal by the plaintiff in the original action, Smith, from an order 
of Roche, J., in chambers, refusing to strike out the defendant’s counter- 
claim so far as it made a claim against the Great Western Railway, 
which he had joined. The action was for goods sold and delivered, the 
goods being 1,979 Ibs. of ‘‘ jelly cuttings,’’ of a perishable nature. They 
were delivered free on rail at Paddington on 20th January last for 
conveyance to Exeter, and arrived there on 24th January. The defence 
was that they arrived in a mildewed and mouldy condition, so that a 
large portion of the consignment was unmerchantable, and that this was 
due either to their being in a bad condition when delivered to the rail 
way company, or having. been so packed that they would go bad if exposed 
to the ordinary risks of transit for four days, and/or that they had 
gone bad owing to being exposed, through the want of care of the 
railway company in sending them in an open truek instead of a closed 
van, to heavy rain. The defendant counter-claimed alternatively against 
the plaintiff and the Great Western Railway Co. for loss of profit 
yt the resale, and claimed to set off practically the whole sum—viz., 
£206 vhich would otherwise be due to the plaintiff The master 
ordered the counter-claim, so far as it joined the Great Western Railway, 
to be struck out, but Roche, J., reversed his decision, and the plaintiff 
now appealed 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal 


Warrinaton, LJ., after stating the facts, Judicature 


said that by the 


Act, 1873, 24 (3), the Court was given power to yrant to any 
defendant “ all ch relief relating to or connected with the original 
subject of the cause or matter, and in like manner claimed against any 
other person, whether already a party to the same cause or matter or 
not who shall have been duly served th not ' ti of euch 
claun pursuant to any If ile of court or a the court as 


granted against such person if he had been 


might properly have been : 
duly instituted by the same defendant for 


made a defendant to a 


th, » nerodes In other words, the Act allowed a counter-claim 
for relief connected with the original subject tter of the action. By 

1 1r. ili here the defendant by his defence set up a counter- 
laim against the plaintiff al with a th persons, he was to 
id to the tit f defence a further title setting forth the names 
of the persons wil if suet unter-claim ‘ enforced by cross-action, 
would |} endants to it. The rule ferred upon defendants no 
further or greater power to count n, but assumed the powers 


enferred by the Judicature A 1873. The only question that the 
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Court had to decide was whether the relief claimed against the Great 
Western Railway was so far connected with the subject-matter that the 


company might properly be made defendants to the counter-claim 


was admitted by counsel for the defendant that if the claims against the | to follow that 


ilternative, so as to be 


plaintiff and the railway company were strictly 

mutually exclusive, the ould not be so joined. That was the cage in 

Times Cold Storage  ¢ v. Lowther & Blankley (1911, 2 K. B 

100) But it wa reed that there was one aspect of the present case 

where the t 1ims against the plaintiff and the railway company 

overlapped, and that was on the question of the packing. There might; 
be circumstar hich would shew that the defendant was entitled to | 
some relief fro both the other parties, arising from the same state 

of facts i for that purpose the Court might have to apportion the 


mpany. The ordet 
uld theref« re be dis 


iintiff and the railwv * 


liability as tween the | 
4 right and the 


made by R é J 
missed 

Duxr, LJ., delivered judgment to the 
th judgment of Mellish LJ in Child v Stenning 
p. 702 ot the 


that ti 


ippea A 


effect 
(65 Ch D 


relerring to 


same 


and observing tl main ground ¢ 
xis had been delivered to him im such a condition as 


to be of little That nm t be due to bad packing o 


695), at | 


to exposure t t ne to both those 1uses combined CouUNSEL. 
C. M. Pitman Dd. ¢ Bartley NW 1. J f Soticitors, Oldman, | 
Cornwall, d W Robert L. B. Page {rnold Carter. for Dunn ad 
Daher Exeter 

K H. Lanororp Lewis. Barrieter-at-Law 


High Court—Chancery Doyivision. 


Re FRASER & CHALMERS (LIM.). Astbury, J. 9th May. 


Company— WINDING-UP—PREFERENCE SHARE PRIORITY AS TO CAPITAL 
Surpius ASset Companres (Consottpation) Act, 1908 (8 Ep. 7 
69 Lie 

/ fi } ; elere e shareholdera are entitled to rate 
Ale diatrihbut th ral y haredl te »f surplus aaset2a2 ina 
? / } 

Re Es; il | 1 Catt ( 1909 ( 187 applied 

Dictu / Sarga J Re National Telephone Co. (1914, 1 Ch. 
i 7 f ‘ 

Chis is a | . liquidator asking whether preference share 
holders were entitled to participate in certair irplus assets, or whether 
they belonged to the ordinary shareholders [The company was in 

rporated m 1890, with | er to divide its shares into different classes 

h preferential 1 Articles 43 and 44 authorized the increase of 
capital | the creation of 1 har vith preferential rights of 
dividend and i the distributior f sets and vith rights 
f rt \ 7 oY led t t I capital hould be 

mnsidered part f othe ol ! pita Articl 74~—sosaid 
that ever mem be I id have vote Tor every share 
held | ! Article 110 i the directors power of creating 
and i i i The director had carried £10,000 
profits to reserve In 1894 capital was reduced on the orginal shares, and 
incre 1 | the é f preference shares, carrying forward 

mmulative pre ' lend with a right to participate in further 
dividend after 74 } ud been paid on the ordinary shares, and 
hese prefer ‘ not liable incellation or reduction in 
respect of | d Phere . preferential right as to 
repayment of follow In the event of the winding. 
up of the | tl id pr rence shares shall have a 
pref I is payment ipital, and otherwise, as 
her aft ‘ la rd ly sl be entitled to have the 

rp , - plied paying off the capital paid up on the 
pret I i ! resp tively ind se ondly, in paying 

i ' prefere il dividend aforesaid to the 

me ‘ f t ‘ i ip bef iny return or payment of 
‘ il ide t he holdey f the other s res In 1901 there was 
thre I t | 1907 the preterence ind rdinary 

! ! | Or rd January( 1919, the mpany was 

ind-uy intari | juidator ap} ted All arrears of 
dividend had bee paid before the commencement of the winding-up 
The assets ere ¢ ide ble ind after payment f all liabilities sts 

iuidat | I il ind arreat I preference dividend 

d ordinary pit t s £180,000 surplus assets, and the 


i t l ; cord € 

+} he ) | ind t es of ia n of the ‘ 0 
the t ir suthority, there is nothir 
t é | } ld r right to share surp! 
188 er t I es had beet t, any more than to deprive 

e! ft r rights The priorit \ is t uy il v reall 
upplie 1 Case re lefi nt I loes not touch tl rest 
of sur} ‘ I ‘ ) la vith Re Easy t Lana 
and ¢ tile ¢ 1909 ( 187 na hI rd M t SeT 
tions j } ( 1889, 14 A. ¢ ) ( A preferential divi 
lend 1 f exhaus l utives al cht t 
I fits B s lerations d ip} 
to su | ! WW l Lankat Pl t 


It | Expuela Land and ¢ attle Co - 


f the defendant's complaint | Finding Station, that is, ‘ 





Telephone Co. (1914, 1 Ch. 755), Sargant, J., indicated a contrary view, 
but having regard to the previous authorities, especially the case of Re 
which is directly in point, I am unable 
view. The surplus assets must, therefore, be distributed 
rateably between the preference and ordinary shareholders.—Covunster, 
Jenkina, K.C.. and J. W M. Holmes Clauszon, K.C., and Tyldealey 
Jones; Upjohn, K.C., and H. BE. Wright. Soticrters, Holmes, Son 4 
Pott; Field, Reacoe, de Co Vishet, Drew. d Loughborough. 
{Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 6th June contains the following, in 
to the matter printed below : 

1. An Admiralty Notice to Mariners with respect to Wireless Direct 
‘ stations set up ashore equipped with receivi 
apparatus which enables them to ascertain the direction from whi 


addit 


» | wireless signals transmitted by another station emanate.’’ 


ontains no matter requiring not 


Gazette of 10th June 
it printed below 


London 


The 
! than th 


other 


Board of Trade Orders. 
GENPRAL LICENCE. 
OPENING CREDITS ON BEHALF OF ENEMIES. 

The Board of Trade, on behalf of His Majesty, and in pursuance 
he powers reserved in the Trading with the Enemy Proclamations a 
i do hereby give vd gr 

being in 
bodies 


ther thereunto them enabling, 


powers 
persons residing, carrying on business, or 
United Kingdom to credits on behalf of persons or 
persons ountries, for the purpose of financing transactione 
authorized under the Trading with the Enemy legislation in the Unit 
Kingdom ther part of His Majesty's dominions, and transactions 
between persons residing or carrying on business outside His Majesty's 

been authorized by the Allied and Associat: 
them 


ence to all 
open 


enemy 
or any 


domimone which have 
(sovernments or any 


(Gazette, 6th Ju 


DEALINGS IN GERMAN-OWNED GOODS EX ENEMY VESSELS 


GENERAL LICENCE 


The Board of Trade, on behalf of His Majesty, and pursuar 
the powers reserved in the Trading with the Enemy Proclamations a 
a r powers thereunto them enabling, de hereby give and gra 
licence, so far as the Trading with the Enemy legislation is concerned 
wl persons residing, carrying on business or being in the Unit 


that are 


1 business ij 


Kingdom to purchase, import and deal goods 
persons or bodies of persons resident or carrying o 


bx ard enemy vere 





nd that are or were at the outbreak of war on 
that have been han led over 10 the All ed and Aes ciated Governme! 
Provided always that any licence or permit which may be necesea 
reapect of any such transaction under any prohibition of import 
ther restriction or regulation (not being a prohibition, restricti 


regulation imposed by or made under the Trading with the Enemy 
legislation) for the time being in force in the United Kingdom is fi 

tained 

Proy ded lao that payment for any é6u g ods is made to t 


pping, for account of the Germa 


ant-General, Mimetry of Sh 
ant Food Fund 
? 10th Ju 


[ Gaeette 
Orders. 
ORDERS 


Orders me 


i‘ood 
REVOCATION Ol 
er hereby revokes wironed 
! ] mentioned 
of the Schedule, and to the extent specified in the 7 


Schedule, but without prejudice to any proceedings 


The Food Conti 


First ( umn of ti hereto, from the dates 


e schedule 


t 


y tra ; 
a Ol ve mht 


THe ScHEepvUL! 








Extent to which 
Kevoked. 


Date of 
Revocation. 


{ Irder Re oked 





S. R. & 0., No. 1105 British Cheese | May 26th...) Only to the extent 
of 1917 Order, 1917. to which the 
Order relates to 
| Caerphilly 

Cheese. 
S. R. & O., No. 860 Caerphilly Cheese} May 21st The whole Order. 


(Requisition) 
Order, 1918. 
The Cheese (Ex 


of 1918 


M iy Zist 


Only to the extent 
which the 
Order relates to 
Caerphilly 


Cheese. 


S. R. & O., No. 1423 
of I918. 


port from Ire- to 
land) 
1918. 


Order, 
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= 
THE CAERPHILLY CHEESE (RETAIL PRICES) ORDER, 1919 to whom the above proposal would be of advantage, our object is 
The Food Controller hereby orders :— ~ the Gret instance to obtain the names and addreeses of all Belgian 
, te - ane , ‘ awyers and their clerks now resident in this country and compile 
1. A person shall not directly or indirectly sell or offer or expose for & weiner ie cakes Gike dae 2 B gq oo ~ 
gale or buy or offer to buy any Caerphilly cheese by retail at a price sis , : > Proposes OAs Mle Wares suppor 
exceeding the maximum price for the time being applicable under this 
Order ‘ f your coh 
2—(a) Until further notice the maximum price applicable on the Reunth onil 
occasion of a sale by retail of Caerphilly cheese shall be at the rate of dn eeneiaaie 4 
ls 6d. per Ib - F Gesnineh 4 
(h) No charge shall be made for packing, packages, or for giving oaks Nad te 
eredit, or for making delivery . bet, if the nesolt of our 
3. A person selling Caerphilly cheese by retail shall keep posted in a ry tion of English solicit 
conspicuous position so as to be easily readable by all customers through egal gentlemen of our unfortur 
out the whole time during which Caerphilly cheese is being sold or+ } iperation 
exposed for sale, a notice showing in plain words or figures the maximum o the proposal we have made 
price for ae = for the time being applicable under this Tue Beccun Lawyers Ai Cowsrrres 
Order on a sale by retatl. W. H. Beavwont 
4. A person shall not, in connection with any sale or proposed sale or Bernarp E. H. Brrcnay 
disposition of Caerphilly cheese, enter or offer to enter into any artificial Ernest E. Birp 
or fictitious transaction or make or demand any unrgasonable charge. Henry S. Brenton 
5. This Order shall not apply to a sale of Caerphilly cheese by a W. F. Frapoarts 
caterer as part of a meal in the ordinary course of his catering business. Geo. F. Harrietp 
6. Infringements of this Order are summary offences against the Ernest B. HAWKSLEY 
Defence of the Realm Regulations J, CHARLES SOAMES 
7.—(a) This Order may be cited as the Caerphilly Cheese (Retail Freperick G. C. Morr 
Prices) Order, 1919 ¢ s attached the 
This Order shall come into force on the 26th May, 1919 , franc} . Flemiadt 
19th May } tes thr 








and appreval of the Belgian Consulate 


We sliall therefore be grateful if you will offer us the medium 


imne by pubhehing the subjoined notic n Koghlah, 
Flemish, invitin ‘sone such as 


igty 


THE LIVE STOCK (SALES) ORDER, 1918 
Revocation or GENERAL LICENC! 

In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the uP « 
Realm Regulations, and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, | inde« yone nected with ‘or dependent upon 
the Food Controller hereby revokes as from the Slst May, 1919, the n Belgium Light record their mes al vddreases a 
General Licence made under the above Order, dated 17th March, 1919 T ‘ 

& O., No. 284 of 1919.) 
May ee rou of his 
» following has also been issued : *rance vell as oll His fluent 
The Potatoes (Consolidation) No. 2 Order, 191 General Licence, | ™ re id Flemish languages vw vu always 
ms la 
ced to 





Societies 
The Belgian Lawyers Aid Committee. 
Hon. Chairman—W. F. Fladiate, Kaq M.V.0 
Joint Hon. Treasurer Sir Homewood Crawford, Sir J Coode Adams 
Hon. Secretary—F. G. C. Morris, Esq 

Committee—W. H. Beaumont, Esq., Bernard E. H. Bircham, Eaq 
NEmest E. Bird, Esq., Henry 8. Brenton, Esq., A. C. Comerford, Esq., 
E R. Cook, Fsq., W. English Harrison Esq , K.C., Geo. F. Hatfield 
Esq., Ernest B. Hawksley, Esq., J. W. P. Jauralde, Esq., J. H. Jones 
Esq G. A. Kang, Ksq ,R. C. Neshbatt, Esq , J. E. Pink Ksq , J. Charles 
Soames, Esq., G. B. Williams, Esq 

The 
Lawyers Aid Committee, which has just been issued 

War was declared by Germany on Belgium on 2nd August, 1914, but 
it was not until Sth October, 1914, that Antwerp fel Soon after that 
date it became evident that practically all that remained of Belgium 





fouowing are extracts trom the report on the wv 


1 } 


would swiftly pass into the hands of the Germans, and a steady and 
increasing flow of refugees from Belgium to this country commenced 
The thoughts of most English people turned at once towards the 
hopeless lot of these refugees, and organisations of one kind and another 
for their relief and support quickly sprang up throughout the country 
It occurred to a number of solicitors practising in London that there 
were likely to be amongst the refugees considerable numbers of Belgian 
law yers seeking refuge in thie country and they cor eived it to be only 
nght that their professional confréres in England should do something 
tewards helping them. Accordingly these solicitors, under the chairman 
ship of Mr. William Francie Fladgate, M.V.O., formed themselves into 


an informal committee for the purpose of ascertaining what could be 








1 copy of a letter signed by the committee, which 
Belgian Lawyers Aid Committe: issued to the 
incial Press on 26th Orctob 1914 
Lon n, 26th Octobe 
indersigned solicitors practising in 
to an informal committee for the pu: 
awyers, their clerks and dependents, n 


f our shores, t 


» put themselves 

s of the legal profession here. 

Ms It occurs to us that there may quite possibly 

arge number of Belgian lawvers and their clerks and 
ilat. not necessar ly being financially embarrassed 

a ‘rendezvous’ set up by their English professional 
where they would t leaat. be able to ol ; 1 
as to the economical ways and conditions of 


often quite unknown to the stranger 
‘ As it is difficult te estimate what 
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sums of money would be advanced to approved applicants upon their 
signing a promissory note agreeing to repay the money to the committee 
on pu Ted It was carefully explained to each applicant that no demand 
would be made for the money until the conclusion of the war, and that 
then it would only be repayable without interest and if the circum- 
stances of the applicant warranted it. This method of dealing with the 
matter was thes to be very much appreciated by applicants, who felt 
they were merely borrowing money temporarily from their confréres and 
not seeking charity in the ordinary sense. In point of fact, since the 
committee has been dissolved every applicant has been told that he 
need consider himself under no obligation to refund the money, but 
that, should he wish to do so, any amount received by the committee 
would be devoted to such objects in connection with the legal profession | 
in Belgium as the committee might decide. Already some applicante, 
who have received grants of money from the committee, have taken up 
their promissory notes and repaid the amounts advanced. 

Towards the end of the year 1914 the War Refugees Committee began 
to find that large numbers of refugees were applying for legal assistance 
in connection with various disputes. By arrangement with the War 
Refugees Committee all such cases were referred to the Belgian Lawyers’ 
Aid Committee and investigated by Mr. Morris, the honorary secretary. 
If found to be cases involving a dispute, or where some real injastice 
had been done, Mr. Morris referred them to the war refugees’ honorary 
solicitor, Mr. A. E. Balfour, who, in consultation with Mr. Morrie, 
referred the cases for handling to some solicitor who had kindly under 
taken to carry out such work. .A large number of cases were so dealt 
with by various firms of solicitors, for the most part without any re- 
muneration at all, the clients being refugees in poor circumstances. 
Especial thanks in this connection are due to Messrs. Munton, Morris, 
King & Co., Messrs. Barlow, Barlow & Lyde, Mr. Freke Palmer, Mesers. 
Leader, Plunkett & Leader, and Messrs. Orr, Dignam & Co. 

With the assistance of Mrs. Verrall, of King’s College, Cambridge, 
the committee was able to arrange for a number of Belgian law students 
to be received at Cambridge and continue their studies there. 

At Christmas, 1914, the committee distributed seventy-eight hampers 
and twenty-six fowls amongst applicants registered at that time 
Similar distributions were made at Christmas, 1915 and 1916 

In January and February, 1915, the committee was able to arrange 
some entertainment for Belgian lawyers and their families living in and 
near London. Thanks to the courtesy of the Sunday Concert Society, 
the committee was able to distribute forty free tickets for Sunday after- 
noon concerts at the Quten’s Hall. The directors of Drury-lane Theatre 
very kindly gave the committee 270 free seats for the pantomime, “Sleep 
ing Beauty.’’ These afforded a pleasant treat for the children of lawyers 
living near London, as well as distraction for the parents themselves in 
those trying days. Later in the year, the Royal Botanic Society very 
kindly issued invitations to eighty-seven Belgian lawyers residing in the | 
inner London district, giving them and their families the privileges of 
the society during their enforced stay in this country 

About this time hospitality was extended to Belgian lawyers by 
the four Inns of Court and the Law Society, who gave them the use of 
their libraries and common rooms. The benchers of Gray's Inn in par- 
ticular provided luncheon free for many months for Belgian lawyers, a 
service which was very timely and most appreciated by the recipients. 


LAW REVERSIONARY 


REVERSIONS PURCHASED. 


LIMITED, 
No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1853. 
£400,000 

pe hen £331,130 
ADVANCES MADE THEREON, 
Forme of Proposal and full information can be o\tained at the Society's Office. 

G@. H, MAYNE, Secretary. 


Capital Stock ... 
Debenture Stock 





firm of 
auditors of the fund, and the first audited accounts to the 31st December, 


1915, were passed and 


Justice Warrington, in tthe 





Meanwhile members of the American bar raised a fund “for the 
assistance of European lawyers rendered homeless by the war,”’ which 
was entrusted for administration into the hands of Lord (then the Right 
Honourable Sir Walter G. F.) Phillimore and Mr. J. Arthur Barrett. | 
It will be realised that this fund was not limited to Belgian laeryers | 
t but they, of course, have alwavs represented the bulk of “the 
European lawyers rendered homeless by the war. The administrators of 
the fund very kindly made three donations amounting in the aggregate 
to £147 to the committee for administration by it. and by acting in 
ongultation with the committee were able to supplement a large number 
ot grants 

By April and May, 1915 
housing and maintainir 
one which was 
of the In orp 
question of 


it had been fully realised that the task of 
refugees was not a mere temporary matter, but 
likely to last for some considerable time. The Council 
rated Law Society brought under consideration the whole 
de wing with Belgian lawyer refugees, and appointed a 
committee of its members to inquire into, and report upon, the position. 
The chairman of this committee was Mr. Robert C. Nesbitt. to whom 


| and in the oval enclosing the head of the King. The back of t 





the ommittee is very deeply indebted for being one of the pioneers in 
the foundation of the Belgian’ Lawyers’ Relief Fund. He went to very 
considerable trouble in extracting all available information in regard 
to the nature and scope of the work, as a result of which he invoked the 
o-operation of the leading members of the Bench, the Bar. the Law 
Society, the Scriveners Company, the Society of Public Notaries of 
London, and the Incorporated Society of Provincial Notaries Public of 
England and Wales. In the result it was decided that the administra 
tion founded by the Belgian Lawyers’ Aid Committee should be adopted 
as the foundation for a larger and extended committee to administer a 
fund to be called the Belgian Lawyers’ Relief Fund, subscriptions to 
which were to be invited from all members of the legal profession of 
England and Wales 

Accordingly, in the month 1915, an appeal in the following 
form was circulated to every member of the profession, and published in 
the press This will be found at p. 580 of 59 Soricrrors’ Journat.] 


of June 


The result of this appeal was the 
£3,257 58. 6d. The 


subscription of a total sum of 
committee thereupon rented a small office at General 





Buildings, Aldwych, and continued the work of administration on 
exactly the same lines as before. 


In January, 1916, Sir William Plender very kindly agreed that his 
Deloitte, Plender, Griffiths & Co. dhould act as honorary 


ublished in the principal legal papers. 
By June, 1916, funds were running low, and accordingly a further 


appeal was issued to the profession in the following form :—{Printed 
at p. 524 of 60 Soricrrorns’ JouRNat.] 


Accompanying this appeal was a note from the Royal Courts of 


Justice, signed by the then Lord Chancellor, Lord Chief Justice, Master 


of the Rolls, and Lord (then Sir Walter G. F.) Phillimore, and Lod 
following form :— 
“* Royal Courte of Justice, 
** June, 1916. 
to the legal profession 


“‘ We have much pleasure in commendin 
elgian lawyers and their 


the enclosed appeal on behalf of distressed 
families now in this country. 
‘* BuCKMASTER. 
** READING. 
** CozEns-Harpy. 
“Water G. F. PaIcirore. 
“T. Rotts WARRINGTON.’ 

The result of this appeal was the subscription of a total sum of 
£2,332 5s. 11d. In January, 1917, the accounts for the previous year 
to the 3lst December, 1916, were audited by Messrs. Deloitte & Oo. 
passed and published in the legal papers. 

(7'o be continued.) 








Spurious £1 Notes. 


How to Detect Forgeries. 


During the last week or two forged £1 notes have been detected a 
circulation. / 
The forgeries, although not badly executed so far as the front of the 
note is concerned, can be detected fairly easily by an examination 
the back. On the front the only difference from the genuine £1 nol 
is the absence of the faint green shading round the words ‘‘ One pone 
re D 
however, has evidently presented much more difficulty to the forget 
The representation of the Houses of Parliament, with all its det 
and delicate tracery, is very poorly imitated in the forged notes, 


‘the clouds above and the shading indication of the water below i 


terrace are omitted. A careful examination of the back of the nots 
makes it fairly easy therefore to detect those which have been fo 
There is no means at present of saying how many of these forged not@ 
are now in circulation, but it does not appear that the number is vey 
large, and so far as is known they have only quite recently been passed 
on the public. 

There are still a number of Bank of Engraving notes about which, if 
folded, may easily deceive the unwary. 


The 








‘* Unwritten Law.” 





At Bodmin Assizes, last Saturday, a Cornish miner, named Albert Joka 
Nicholls, of Carbis Bay, wae acquitted on an indictment which anged 
him with the manslaughter of Captain Ernest Frederick Wilton Schill 

| a retired officer of the Royal Sussex Regiment, at Carbis Bay, As 
| March. The evidence was that Nicholls believed Schiff to be pursuit 
| his daughter with improper motives, and on taxing Schiff with this# 
| fight ensued in which Schiff was killed. 

Mr, Justice Lush, says the 7'imes, in summing up, said that of 
years there had been made from time to time some suggestion that ® 
England juries were permitted to recognize what by an abuse @ 
language was called the “ unwritten law.” That meant that a man 

| had some just cause of indignation against another for some grosiJ 


improper act to a member of his family might take the law 
own hands and punish that other. Although he committed a « 
some sentimental view of what was right, he wae to be allowed 
free of the consequences. 

“‘I can only say,”’ said his Lordship, ‘‘ that it is an insult 
great system of criminal jurisprudence, of which we always hav: 
and are justly proud, even to speak of such a thing by the name 
unwritten law. So far from being entitled to the name of law, 
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INTEREST SOCIETY. 

















2a F 



















Oa 
he 
Fu 
ech 
fou 
ha 
pre 


did 
Ina 


adr 
hac 
to 

law 





|ETY 


REON, 
fice. 


retary. 
————— 


ion 
hat his 
> porary 
cember, 


further 


Printed — 


irts of 
Master 
d Lord 


1916. 
ofession 
id their 


MORE. 


sum of 
us year 


& Co, 








+ Beas the 
—practically the world. 


June 14, 1919 








it is lawlessness and crime. To give it any other term is 
Illustrating the pernicious character of 
his Lordship pointe: d out 


or unwritten, 
merely to cloak and to hide it. 
such a doctrine if it ever received sanction, 
that if once a man was permitted to take the law o his own hands 
ho would be entitled, on having reasonable cause for indignation, t 
decide for himself whether the particular individual he intended 
pe sh was guilty or not. That abuse and a lawless 
and criminal suggestion. Courts of law body dn th 
country. If one man did wrong to 

be brought to book for it. 

‘ But,” concluded the Judge, ‘“‘ once allow a man, although a wrong 
may have been committed, to think he can be protected by some sent 
mental sympathy on the part of the jury, po at once you will have 
the doors open for people to form their own conclusions as to . e i 
cence or guilt of the person supposed to have committed the ac 

Without leaving their box the jury returned the verdict stated ab ‘ 


would be a grose 
were open to ever) 
another or to his relative he cou 











Punishment Out of School. 


At Ww est London Police Court, on the 26th ult., says the 7'imes, M1 


Cancellor gave his decision in a case in which Mrs, Elizabeth White 
head mistress at the London County Council School, Harwood-road 
Fulham, was summoned for an alleged assault on Annie Rhodes 
echoolgirl, aged fourteen. It had been stated that the girl was g 


alle ged, she 


he d on t 


four strokes with the cane on the hand because, as was 
had falsely told a Mrs, Cox that her child had 
previous day in the playground before the whole 
Mr. Cancellor said that he isfied, first, that the girl Rhod 
did not make the communication to Mrs. Cox imputed to her; and 
secondly, that the defendant believed that that communication as 
made out of school hours and after the girl had ret her parents 
He had been asked to say that the Imistress had a right t 
administer corporal punishment for a committed after the child 
had gone home, and was under the control of her parents, and relating 
to something that took place in school. He thought it would be bad 
law for him to do so; also that it would be extremely bad as a matter 
of public policy, because it seemed to him that it was only right and 
proper that children, after they got home in the evening, should be 
at liberty to tell their parents what had happened in the school during 
the day. 


In this case the 


been pums 
school 


was sat 


urned to 
MM hoo 


n ollence 


schoolmistrees acted on hearsay evidence from othe 


children, which he thought a most dangerous proceeding. He found 
therefore, that the defendant had no right to cane the girl, and, further 
that the caning in itself was excessive He ordered the defendant to 
pay a fine of 40s. and Ws. costs 


It was intimated that there would be an appeal against the decis 





Farmers and Agricultural 
Authorities, 





Tenant 





Arthur Griffith-Boscawen, Parliamentary Secretary to the Board 
of Agriculture, recently, says the T'imes, received a deputation 
from the Worcestershire Farmers’ Union, who laid before him griev 
ances on the question of want of security tenure which had been 
greatly accentuated by the recent sales of estates, in many cases of 
which the tenant was faced with the alternative either of buying, very 
often at a very inflated price, or giving up his holding. Sir A. Griffith 


Boscawen said that the Board was quite aware of what was going on, 
and was very anxious about it. He did not know whether it wou'd be 
possible for an Order in Council under the Defence of the Realm Regula 
~ ns, which were shortly expiring, to prohibit the giving of notice to 

enmants, ut probably legislation would be needed to deal with the « 
It had ‘been suggested that a tax on the resale of land within a certain 
pe iod would put a atop to the speculation w 
proposal was under consideration 

He mentioned, incident ally, that the B 
stituted, and in the reconstituted scheme county agricultural authorities 
would be set up in each county somewhat on the lines of the 
education authorities, and these county authorities would be represented 
on a National Council, which would be the advisory body for the Board 


ich was going on, and the 
ard was at present being re« 


coumty 


Canadian Counvight Bill, 


The following letter appeared in the 7'imes of the 22nd ult. :— 

Sir,—It is to be hoped that British authors and publishers, outed: 
Canada, ate fully alive to the fact that the master of Canada 
are again fighting hard to get a manufacturing condition inserted 
the Bil now before the Canadian Senate Committee. 

There are at last some signs that the United States of America may 
repeal the manufacturing clause in the American Copyright Act, whic! 


printers 


provides that, to get American copyright, works in Engligh must be 
sét up and printed in the States; this hg would enable America t 
Bern’ Convention, which includes some twenty nations or 
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It would be an intervational misfortune if Canada imposes thie restric- 
10 py gh and the latest f mation | have is to the effect that 
‘ \ wil ide 5 ricting clause and so shut Canada 
f the International Conventior But her typographical interests 
ire powerful, and, as Lord Bea eld said, “It » unexpected 
Vil na . 
RB. Marston, Editor, the Publishers 
(‘ur rand Booksellers’ Record. 
19 Ad treet Ack phi W. May 20 
Legal News. 
Appointments. 
Sir W Prid x, W a g i e off Clerk of the Gold 
Company ud ld the position since he su ceeded his father 
He had be for ‘ten years previously assistant clerk He 
led by his s M Watter T. Pripwavx, who has been his 
is ts ve . S W er wa vimitted a solwitor m 
i is knig i 2) 
The Lord Chancellor has apy ed the Hor \. E. A. Napier to 
\ssist t os ela the L 1 4 i Departane { ) the pmce 
M A. G, C. Lidde CB a reigned; M Ronert WYNNE 
BANKEs to be Private Secretary, and the Hon. Harotp Rosson to be 
‘ i Comn > 
M Rocer Wepawoop Lowpen has bee uppointed | the Chan 
‘ I the Ducl f Lancaster t be Registrar f the Liverpool 
I) tl Li i ir Chancer ( irt Mr. Lowden has for some 
s f lt fi Asgista Re rar with much success, and 
ip} ve med by the profession lo lly 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolution, 
Tuomas Wuarrtincton and Norwan Cornetivs Guitett, solicitors 
1 attorneys (Whittington, Son & Barham), 120, Bishopsgate Oct, 24, 
. Gazette, June 6 














W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W., 2. 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 


EVERY THURSDAY, 


WEDNESDAY, 
IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


AUCTION SALES 
VIEW ON 


PHONE No. : “WHITELEY LONDOS,” 


PARK ONE (40 Lings), TELEGRAMS: 
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Business Changes. 


Messrs, Muwton, Moreis, Kine & Co., solicitors and international 
law agente, have amalgamated as from lst May, 1919, with the firm 
of Messrs. Gisebor . Walford & Co. The practice will be arried on 
under the style of Munton, Morrie & C at the eame address as hereto- 
fore, Temple Chambers, London, E.C. 4. The partners in the recon- 
structed firm are Mr. Henry Paterson Gisborne, Mr. Richard King, 
Mr. William Francis Morris and ! Henry Howard Walford, M.A., 
LL B 


General. 
Mr. Walter Henry M { Kew, Surre 


value £22,110, 


; 
It is, says the Ziume | intention of t yverument to submit to 
Parliament next sessivo a Bill to vest a the sources of wate supply 
in the State This w > extension Of the policy of State ¢ mitrol, of 
which the ‘Transport l and the Electricity 
Parliament are the first instalment, Was foreshadowed by Sir Auckland 
Geddes to a deputation from the Welsh National Party which waited 
on him privately The deputation asked that measures should be 
taken for the nservation of the sources of water supply in Wales 
and Monmouthshire, and pleaded that the public interest should 
take precedence f local demands l Auckland Geddes received the 
deputation most sympathetically, and nounced the intention of the 
Board of ‘Trade to bring in a Bill when the ! 
lation now before Parliament had been completed 


programme of legis 


James tte red fifteen year nd nine months, was, says the 
Times, fo ilful murder at Northamptonshire Assizes 
Batten lu i e! rye i at 
He and Creorge erbel Watku 
in the early morning. Ube 
hung up the lamp so vO Watkins when he entered 
When Watkins came h ho e me with a No. 4 shot cartridgs 


(sunth rpe, neat Peterborough 
manager, used to milk cows 


uwriving at the shed first, 


y himsell up 


He said that Watkins ike ys want him to do 80 much 


at close range Batten Went to Olice and gave 
rK and 
threaten ny to KnOocK D y Kvidence was given io the defence 
to shew that prisot id was weak The judge, in summing up, said 
young persom ulk ) entenced to death, but could be sentenced 
to be detained during his Majesty's pleasure Phis course the judge 


took on the jury s returning a verdict of guilty, 

There was, says the 7'imes, loud applause in court when, on the 5th 
inst., Majoa P. B. M ne, M.P., the chairman of the bench at Totten 
ham Police-court, unposed the small fine of 2s. 6d. on an Edmonton 
baker for seiling new bread. Mr. Alver, who appeared for the prosecu 
tion, suggested that he could not bring a more serious case He pre 
sumed tuat it was not the wish of the court that the Bread Order should 
be enforced, so he had no alternative but to withdraw the other sum 
monses issued against a number of other bakers for a similar offence. 
Major Malone: We have enforced the Order, Mr. Alver said that the 
fine of 2s. 6d implied that the court did not view the matter as a very 
grave infraction of the law, Major Malone : We have all come to the 
conclusion that it is time these Orders were revoked and the contro 
cleared away. There is a very strong feeling amongst the people that 
this control is vexatious. During the war they were ready to put up 
with anything to help the progress of the war. Now they say the wa! 
vexatious restrictions ought to be removed. La 
week, when similar cases were before us, we had a petition signed by 
4,000 people asking for the removal of t Eventually the other 
cases were heard, with the same result. Coste amounting in all to 
several pounds were allowed to the prosecution, 


at 


is over, and thes 


control, 


At Bow-street Police yurt, on the Sth inst., says the 7Zimes, George 
Haynes was summoned for employing three male servants at Vernon 
Chambers, Southampton-row, Holborn, without licences Mr. Compton 
Smith, for the defence, said that by the Customs and Inland Revenue 
Act of 1873 it was not necessary for an hotel keeper to take out licences 
in respect of male servants employed by him for the purpose of his 
business. The premises in question came within the legal definition of 
an hotel. rhe late Chief Justice Tindal had held that the t rm hotel 
keeper ’’ included a person whose principal business was the letting of 
lodgings, and who, as a substantial part 


of the business, supplied guests 
with provisions at a profit 


Mr. Dashwood Carter, for the c unty council, 
said that if it was to be held that an ordinary boarding-house was an 
hotel, it would result in the loss of a large source of revenue. Nowhere 
in the advertisements of these chambers were they referred to as an 
hotel. Meals were supplied, if required, in the ordinary way as at a 
service flat, but, unless there was a vacant room, meals could not be 
provided for non-residents, except those introduced by tenants There 
was no common dining-room, and the outer door was kept closed 
Two-thirds of the tenants occupied unfurnished rooms, and were perrita- 
nent residents, subject to one month’s notice. The magistrate said that 
ho had come to the conclusion that for the purposes of this Act these 
chambers were not an hotel, but as the case was one which raised an 
important question of law, and was to some extent a test case, he would 
only impose a penalty of 20s., with £10 10s. costs. Ile agreed to state 
@ case for the cennidesation of the High Court. 


Supply Bill now before 





THE BRITISH LAW 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
5, LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 2. 
(with Branches throughout the United Kingdom). 
FIRE, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 
BURGLARY, THIRD PARTY, MOTORS, LIFTS, BOILERS, 
PROPERTY OWNERS’ INDEMNITY, LOSS of PROFITS 


due to FIRE, GLASS BREAKAGE, LIVE STOCK, 
TRANSIT RISKS. 


Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies 
within the United Kingdom. 


DAVID M. LINLEY, Manager. 








































Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature, 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


EMERGENCY APPKAL CoURT Mr. Justice 
RoTA. No. 1. Eve. SARGANT. 
Monday June 16 Mr. Leach Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Floxam Mr. Borrer 
Tuesday ...... 17 Cuareh Leach Borrer Golusc!:midt 
Wednesday .. Farmer Church Goldschmidt Leach 
Thursday Jolly Fartner Leach Cuurch 
Friday isos O syuge Jouly Church Farmer 
Saturday Bloxam Synge Farmer Jolly 


Mr. Justice P. 0, 
LAWRENCE 


— Mr. Justice 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date, ASTBURY. YOUNGER, PRTERSON, 
Monday June Mr. Syinge Mr, Jolly Mr. Farmer Mr, vharch 
Tuesday ...... 1 Bloxam Synge Joly Farmer 
Wed. .esday Borret Bloxam Synge Jolly 
Taursday boluschmidt Korrer Bloxam Syuge 
OE cucctes { Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 
Saturday Church Leach Guidschmidt Borrer 


Mr. Justice 


Crown Office, 24th May, 1919, 


Further list of days and places appointed for hokding the Summer: 
Assizes, 1919: 
NORTH-BASTERN CIRCUIT, 
Mr, Justice Rowlatt. 
Mr. Justice McCardie. 
Tuesday, June 24, at Durham. 
Monday, June W, at Newcaetle-on-Tyne. 
Saturday, July 5, at York , 
Thursday, July 10, at Leeds. 





Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LiMITeD IN CBANCERY. 
London Gazette.—Fripar, June 6 
FaLtows, L1pD.—Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to send their nan 
aldresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Shuttk 
Lloyd's-bldgs., King-st., Manchester, liquidator. 
Frepericx Pree, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before June : 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy 


Jones, 1, Station-parade, Eastbourne, liquidator 





G. P. SYNpIcate Creditors are required, on or before July 11, to 
their names and addresses, and theparticulears of their debts or cla 
Leonard Rowell, 4, Broad Street-pl., liquidator. 
ex Fitter Maneractvrixne Co, (Lonvon), Ltp —Creditors are 1 quired 
fore July 19, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their de! 
r claims. to Edwin Hayes, 28, Besinghall-st., liquidator. 
ra Beexiry Rock Buick Co., Ltp,—Creditors are required 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their de 
rd James Deane, M4, Dale«t., Liverpool, liquidater. 
~ Rotter Sxatine Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on o1 
veir names and addresses, and the particulars of their de 
John Clelland Phillips, 69, High-st., Stockton, liquidator 


London Gazette.—Tcrspary, June 10 


Varti~ Winser & Co., Lap.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug. { 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or clai 
Ernest Alfred Buker, 9, Limes-rd., Folkestone, liquidator 

Powrerract ANP OsGoLtpcross Liserat Circa, Lrp.—Creditors are required 
before June 15, to send in their names and addresses, with particulare of 
debts or claims, to Thomas Barker, Corn Market, Pontefract, liquidator 

Reverstonary anp Lire Interest anp Oruer Securities INvesTMENT TRUST 
(Ix Votortary Lievrpation).—Creditors are required, on or before Aug. 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or clair 
John Godfrey Taylor, 28, Baldwin-st., Bristol, liquidator. 

Veucanrzep Fisre, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to send t 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Colin Co 
60 and 62, Spring-gdus., Manchester, liquidator, 


and 

* Brod 
Anglo- 
Abram 
Baleh u 
Mark 

Werris 


Willia: 


Dawes 


ANDED 
ARpi» 
AVERY 
AYRes 
Bate, 

Benne 
Berrs, 


Baive 
Brant 


Bt TsO 
Cavpu 
Ooors: 
Davis 
ELsto 

‘ 
Er.es, 
Fairs 
Fanaa 
Pigip: 
Frieix 
( 
Gatto 
Gites: 
Gora, 


Gram 
Gray, 


Grex 
Guiry 
Hawi 
—_ 


] 
Harp 
' 





midt 


iter 


and 


rth 
rta, 


LrD. 


] their 
oper, 


June ta, 1979 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


[Vol. 63.] 395 








— . 
Resolutions tor Winding-up Voluntary. 


London Gazette ~Fetpar, May w. 
1911), Marion Steamship Co 
Johu 8S. Booth & Sons, 
New Carlisle Carriage (+ 
District Iron and Steel Ce 
] Surietone, Ltd 
Clitherow & James, 
Calder Dixon & C 


Ltd 

Ltd 
, Lad 
, Ltd 


festiniog Granite Quarries 
Ltd. 

Bonecourt Surface Combuetion, 

Williem King & Son, Ltd. 

fortheawl and District 
Allotment Assoc 


Standard Tar Co 


Ltd 


Piggeries 
wtion, Ltd Ltd 


Ltd, 





Londo 
Copland & Clare Laundries, Ltd 
Derby Laundry Co., Ltd 
Oil and Carbon Products, Ltd 
Leeds Municipal Officers Clu 
Whitworth & Co., Ltd. 
Cutter Coal and Ice Co., 
Northern and Eastern European 
g Co., Ltd. 
Robert Gilliat & Sone, Ltd 
London 
Products, Ltd 
Workmen's So 
Ltd. 


Tvespay, June 3. 
Offord & C Ltd 
Anderson's Slipway 
Dietington Hematite Ir 
Fallows, Ltd, 

Macmillan & Arthur, Ltd 
Cowell, Wyatt & Co., Ltd 
Port Talbot Development ¢ 
Ward End Metal Co., Ltd 


Gazett 


Ltd 


Ltd 


Tra Ltd 


Fuipay, June 6 


Fowler & Cx J 
Direct Syphon 8 
Syndicate, Ltd 
Dock Electric Theatre ¢ 
Junior, Ltd 

Manufactu 


Gazett 


New Oxydol 
Seaton 
and Institute, 

“Brodmore *’ Steamship Co., Ltd 
Anglo-Dutch Industrial Supply Co 
Abram Lyle & Sons, Ltd 

Galehurst Fruit Farm, Ltd. 

Mark Lioyds Brickworks, Ltd 
Werrington Picturedrome, Ltd 


I 
Sluice ial Club York upply 
G. P 
I 
J 


yne 
ervelund 
latex Filter 
(London), Ltd. 
Snowden Fibre Machining C« 


Ltd 


10 
Ltd 


London Gazette J une 


Ltd, Liverpool Club, 
Warwick Mineral Waters ¢ 

Darlington Forge Oo., Ltd. 

Great Yarmouth Fish Selhag 
S.E.O0. Fish Drying ( Ltd 
Canton (Cardiff) ¢ 
Schofield’s Foundry Co 


[cespar, 


Williams, 

Colonial Building Co., 

W. J. Bates & Co., Ltd 

Number 5 Boar's Head Hotel 
Investment Society, Ltd 

Pontefract and Osgoldcross Liberal 
Club, Ltd, 


Torrey & Feild 
Ltd. 


Mutwal 


yliseum Co., 
Lt«l 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or CLAIM 


London Gazette, June 3 
Irwin, 23, De Parys-av., Bedford. Ovt. 31 le v 
Sargunt, J. Oharles John Wiliam Hayward, 95, Cannon-st 
Lazarcs, Josers, Johannesburg, Transvaal. Sept. 15. Lagrus v 
bury William Sanders Fieke, 10, Nortolk-st. 


London Gazette.—Tvusspar, June 


BENJAMIN, Bewdley, stershire, Solicitor 
Potter, Judge Stanley Hemingway, 


—TUrspar, 
Dawes, ARTHUR Dawee, 
Lazarus, Ast 


10 


July 7. Pritchett and 


Bewdley 


W oree 
in Chambers 


Garver, 
Others v 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


or 
Ivespar, June 3 


Last Day CLAIM 


London Gazette 
Kee 


Produce Agent. June 30 


Seething -lane 


Ayvexson, Gitsert, Holborn-viaduct, Colonial 
Marsland, Bryden & Besant, lo, 

Atvine, HENRY, Lavender-hili, Clapham Junct 
Welsturd & Gait, 2, Aidermanbury 

AVERY, ELEANOR, Little Swinburne, Barrasford, Northum 
son, Miller & Turnbull, upon- Tyne 

Arres, isaac, Louth, July WW. 4 & Stanuand, Louth 

Bate, THOMas, Liverpool. July 1. Harokl Pemberton, Liverp« 

BeUnxert, CHARLES FREVERICK, Sheffield, Solicitor. July 31. Wilham Irone, 

Betts, Ussorn, New Catton, Norwich, Pill Box Manufacturer. July 7 
Tillett & Co., Norwich. , 

Baivper, Mary PHILOMENA, I’reston 

Beant, Kvywarp Kopert, Lipperary. 
ol, Lincoln’s-inn-fielde. 

Berson, Kesecca MITCHELL, Kea, Cornwall 

OCavpie, Lity Makta, Tottenham. June 30 

Cooren, Geoxoe Bevextex, Wimbledon, 8 
99, Cannon-st. 

Davison, Louisa Martaa, Upper R 

‘ Nicholeon, 29, Queen-st 

Eston, WILLIAM ALFRED, New 
& Reeve, Finsbury House, 

Erirs, Sir GkORGR LANCELOT, Dean s-yard, 
clifles & Hood, 28, Old Queen-st 

Fatmeanx, Frances EvizaseTa, Wimborne 
Sons & Latham, Manchester. 

Farnnarn, Kicnarp, Hunslet, Leeds, Grocer. 

Fittping, Mary, Glossup. June 30. G. H 

Fisiscuer, Dernic Cx i, Johannesbury, 
Old Broad-st. 

Gattowar, Tuomas Atrnep, Brighton, 

. H. Wilfred Aldrich, Brighton 

Gisrrt, Epwin, Old Chariton, Kent, Sand Mer 
21, William-st., Woolwich. 

Gotmind, Francis SHERWIN, South Croydon, Ac 
Nicholson, 29, Queen-et. 

Geinam, Aoyes, Tynemouth. July 12. Robert Brown & Son, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Gear, Right Hon. EVeLees, Baroness, ; , 
Hooper & Todd, 30, Golden-eq. 

Getzxweit, Evetxy Exre, Woldingham, Sarrey 
Co., 4, Berners-st. 
Guirrix, Ricwarv, Hemyock, 

Wellington. 
Hiuiron, Henserr Wutumw, Newport 
Co., Brighton. 
Hiepickxer, James Ooven, Liandrillo-yn 
Robert Innes, Manchester. 


June 30 Biddle 


yerband, July 1 


Neweust le 


lisons 


Sheffield 
WwW. H 


Shuttleworth & Dallas, Preston. 
Vieard, Oldham, Crowder & Cash 


July 5 


June 30. 


July 6. Grylls & Paige, Redruth 


Harman & Son, 232, Great Portland-st 
irrey. July 1 tising & Ravenscroft, 


thmond-rd., Putney July 8. Martin & 


Broad-st., Chemist July 31 H. Clifford Gosnell 


Biomfield-st 
Westminster, K.C.MG. July 14 


Minster, Dorect July 4. 


Alf. Masser, Leeds 


Glossop 


July 1 


June 30 
Wilson, 
Transvaal 


Bircham & (+ 


Wholesale Provision Merchant. Jun 


hant. June 30. E. W. Sampson, 


intant July 8 Martin 


South Kensington 12. Campbell, 


July 


July 8 Greenwell, Higham 


Devon, Hotel Keeper. Juiy 2. E. Lee 


Shropshire. July 7. Thomas Eve 


Rhos, Colwyn Solicitor. July 


. 
Evgincer. June 21. ©. Gilbert Bunting, 


Hime, Fravces Mapet Evettyy, Montague-st., Ruseelleq. July 12 
killiok, Bradford 
Henry, Sak, Chest 
Manchester 
Dorotuy, South 
CATHERINE l 
Notting? 


daytonstuin 


sak 
Heiter, Herpert 
Wheeler & 4 
Husrgrer, 
Hurt, ELien 
CLartwr nt 
AMALIA, 


i 


rbett 
Shields 


arne, 


4, Bradfor 4 ‘ ry, Bradford 
ock, Man 


Roney & 


' 

vison, R 

Jousxs, Hvusenrr ILI t t July 2 
Broad-st 

Kipovs, Emma, Claygat< ure ? J Bel 

Kirk, Anruvus | fort 


HARD, t J Wood 


Humphr & Gru 
Kiex, Ciara Jani Horef 
Grun Manchester 
LANGHAM, JOHN, t 


RAYMOND 

Birke & 
Svusannan, Bo 
Oniries, Davyhal 
Grundy, Ma ester 
Luckett, ANN E.izaseta, H 
tescue, Banbury 
MacNatrm, Heten Anna Cam 
& Sons, Exmouth 
McNett, Henry, Manches 
McWatrter, Rosert, Watt 
Watford 
MANSON, JANE 
Thames 


Jous, W 


LLUELLYN, 
Booth, 
LOcK WOOD, 


LOWE, 


K et 


MARs# 
ham 

MATTHEWS, 

MaerRicx 


Mary ANN, 
Emity At 
Queen-st 
Mitts, Wattrer Hewrr, } 
Finsbury -«q 
MONTAGU, Sypney Joun, Ave 
& { 2, Coleman-st 
Moxon, Eviza Georgiana, Ban 
st 
Many ANN McNironran 
& Dallas, 18, Old Jewry~« 
NortHcotr, Roseat, Torquay J 
Torquay 
Pacer, Georgiana THroposis, Wim 
n <d 1 


MULLINS, 


PARKER! EMILY apCLIveg, A 
29, Queer 
PARSONS, JOUN 


R 
t 
F Rel 


K.ngst 
Jun 


ps 


I 


Vint 


lumphreys 


Hi 


ll 


maehir 


Cartwr 


Dav 
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lsons 
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yt 


31, 
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VALUATIONS 


CARRINGTON &Co. 
Court Jewellers. 
130, REGENT STREET, 
LONDON, W.1. 
are prepared to undertake 


Valuations for Probate. 
Insurance « Family Division. 


EXPERTS WILL BE SENT 
ANY DISTANCE. 








Valuations are apeditioushy 
made, charges strictly moderate 


TELEPHONE NO 
REGENT 3727 @ 3726. 


a 





in (ee Ay) 


Cod 
— = aie 





Hanpr, Joy, J.P., West Hartlepool, 
West Hartlepool. 


WALL 


Ys 








S 
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Parties, Srpver Heeeert, Plymouth, Merchant. July 3. ©. R. Serpell, Piy- ! lswaune " Wietam, Leanets ngton ‘Bpa July 15. H. I. Nicklin, Walsall. : 
mouth ie | Houxen, Mary Lu ma, Cadogan-sq July 15. Rawle, Johnstone & Cx 1, Bed 
Poutrr, Jonw~ Josrra. { wick J Theodore Goddard & ( 10, Serjeants’ ford-row 
m. Ten Hows, Frepentcn, Aylesbury. June 3. Geo. L. Lepper, 72, Mark-le Cor 
Povrz . | ' , g ‘ j 4 H ir Son' & Cut fl Bird-in-i ? Howson, George Wittiam Savt, Holt. Norfolk July 146. Morgan & ¢ Brodford, 
p apsie Hoersos, Many Catnentye, Portsmouth. July 6 Edgecombe, Cole & Hell 
Raycis, F rat ALrne Bourton, Dorset, ( sultir k er e2. Ga Southsea - yes, Cat 
r A TT) “T ' - ; 
cKMis, Jviia Constanct, Westhourne-sq July 14. Hatchett J s, Bisge 
Seupeses Fri i xk Fs WAN, Hampst \ 1 G ’ Welder 27 Mar Il & Thomas, 48, Mark-la. i atch n ood, Fur 
MHCCT) . Jacomes Frepenicxk Chartres, Moorgate.st Woolbroker Aug ] TI 7 
Simpson, ELLEN Aber Gat end, 1 June 30. ¢ e & Ord, Gates Tabor & Hardcastle, 11, Copthall-ct mead, vm 
head 
ead LAMBERT, Sir Groner THomas, C.B., Park-pl., St. James's. July 5. Blount Lene 
Maisven, Ricwarp Lowms Ws i ¢ J Lovan & MV t Dor ter & Petr 4s Albemarle-st, ' ~ : red - 
Sontow~. Roar Caries, Piva iD H r Jur 4) Er st Howar Leeca, RacHet, Ashton-under-Lyne. July 5. James Hibbert. Ashton-um ne Ros 
Plymoutl ' . 
m, Tomas, Ashton-under-Lyne, Coach Proprietor. July 5. James 
STANOR Peren TDrepe "W The ' ‘ ( . & Ha Rese 4 r mnie Nee pean yn 1 pri aly a I vert, grr 
& Chance, 30, Mine ' Levasow ARTHCR Grenvitiz, Hereford, Dental Surgeon Aug. 1 Hi ve & , 
STOTANKITCH, VLapt G t 1 4 H Ju 4 { ents W I Sur le. Hereford 
& 1, London Wa ‘ Ltovp, Josera Parry, Rhos-on-Sea, Colwyn Bay. July 7. J. H. Liovyd. Ma ester, Bas) 
rrarery, Geonor, Grin J ] \ & Cha Grims ssseY, Hon. Mrs. Ewa Mary, Sittingbourne. July 15. Fladgate & Cx ), Pall 
TrHomrsos, Ameria, H er v ] ‘ j e 2 Sy . Satterthw ‘ Mall 
& C Lancaeter Mart raowas Jons Ler, Par Station, Cornwall. Knight & Sons, Newcast nder. ow? 
rs aaa veer Rosert Erne s J J s Storey & Sons, Sunder Lyn ' . . Dew: 
lan Marwarp, Frepentce, Andover, Southampton. June 21. Lamb & Bon, Ando: ( 
Totrvrr, Jaues B err. B iH + 1 Walter H. Da Maid Mercatrr, Eraen. Ettes, Hampstead. July 3. Hickson, Moir & Jeakes, 52, New Li 
stone Brond-st Pim 
TOMLINSON, ELtLew~ Sanam Aw H ry. 4 Mvyres & Montoomery, Miss Frances Arapetta Louisa, Winchester. July 10. Charles Warne E 
Reveley, Frest Kirby, Winchester. Hon 
Terris Hannier, Walt Thames mM 4 ( , Old Caver Owen, James, Manchester, Accountant. June 24. E. Chatham & Co., Ma ster, Mow 
dish-st Pace, Witttim Henry, Dover, Fish Merchant. July 18. Mowll & Mowll, D r J 
oo wy . os Bart M ’ . Bla mit J » J. W Parkes, Aticr, Sevenonks. July 7. J. A. Collins, 1, New-sq. oo 
Sim T t brid 5 
Cimeiae Tune . H s 7 - . ' ; Pr y. Jons Toomas. Warrington. July 1 Smith, Youatt & Smith, Mar ster. 
VERN Tn . oa ” : » Tae os Purtiis, Witttam, Shrewsbury. July 1. Jeffery, Wild & Lovatt, Birmin m 
ERNON OMas THORNY or, 8 t eats 1% ‘ 
man. Pedder & ¢ . = <n July We . Poate, Hexrny Jousx, Dorchester, Warchouseman, July 10. Logan & Mort Dor- Kran 
chester 
WAINN Jou WILLtam t 4 t M met ent J 
Fecnish, 66, Melreemar "Nork - , June #. 3.) ricnarpsox, Berry Evrzasera, Royton, Lancaster. July 7. Ascroft, Maw & Shimelé, -— 
Oldh 
Wu SON ARO es By METRE J t 1 P ? , Son “2s » . Greve 
"Abbott ‘s ; ot ' ‘ : _ Ml. Chae. J . ons & | cenparterer, Lucrex, Golders Greer July 31. Kerly, Sons & Karuth, 10 and I, ls 
Wrieut, Grorar Kir tn St t fi j ? ‘ r S15 shapnaioniani Wares 
, = “ ne duly 14. Alfred W ers, 51-52 SHAKrsrearR, Ewa ANNR Mazon, Hanwell. Aug. 1. Thorowgood, Tabor & Hart st: 
P . cast il, Copthall-ct 
I ( r neves, Joun Evuenp, Gillingham, Kent. July 16. Brown & Brown, Dea 
Suira, Francts Epwarp, Neweastle-upon-Tyne. July 22. Stobo & 7 New 
Barstow, Wittiam Enwa Pott ur, Hert  F P & Chaplis astle-upon-Tyn Hotpr 
19. Lir f prinoett. Josernise Marraa, Cheltenham. July 14 Alfred T. Ivens, Cl nhem. as 
BANNISTER, Samvet n t ’ ! \ t Hea & ¢ I mington Srone. Epwat DanteL, Cheadle Hulme, Chester. July 8 Wm. Wa Maa- Pe 
Borr, Rictarp Curcees, H , WV ‘ , Fess Git hester Leaps! 
Tetlow & Su t, Berne ‘ I xeND. James Frepernicx, Nice, South France July 31. Walter & E. H. Foster, Y 
, . : Leed 
br », Henry RAN Hen irowrae Jon f tor J | \ . . ry — 
as oni er — “LI D a Des in-t I t a.” I vreke, Lovis CHARLES, Tootin July 15. Webster, Butcher & Sons, Bq —— 
" ; : p fouver st 
Br ee Haas rT, Butt ‘ ! J R. M. Woo \ hiet & Jer id vee Water THomas, Englisheombe, near Bath, Wholesale Florist y & 
-~ P © . : . Stor Thomas & Kine, Bath ’ 
Cannam, Etiza, Norwich Jaly 7 Cosens-Hardy & Jew Norw Woestern. Avevstus, Stockwell Park-rd. July 7? Herbert W. Myatt, 4& Great 
Coorer raoma Ros I rd, | " J 12 Durr a « Har I lower-st 
M71, G t ILCOX loser# Martin, Surbiton, Surrey July 7. Maitland, Peckhar Wash- 
} p 7 <len-s <ingston-on-Thames. 
Deakrx~, James Sam B I t } D | ton Fox & Hatten, 57, Eden-st., King 4 
Bournemout Voop. Hersert FrevertcK, Clewer, Berks. July 5. Valpy, Peckham & ¢ lin, 9, 
Farnearrsy, Bess \NN Batt Iuly 15 t S on & I r Bat Lincoln's inn-fields Soont Co. 
Fawssetr, FRED x. I ‘ iP \ r ~ ’ ! t Yorne, Carotrmye Evrzasera, Hove Sussex July 1. Thomas Eggar & 5 
Fretp, Mary, Wa Surr ] \ | ' c ¢ ‘ 19 B hton a 
inn-fields a 
Gaston, Amy, | J & I t H I es esse 1 that 
Seta ‘eam dha mbna: tinal oi . VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very _ A... 
128. Highd., Balhan ~~ *" | Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of peop ec » an 
Germs, AgtHve JOHN LUD, 7 t } 6. § rson, Adkin, Leo & | perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in owe LIMITED} 
Eddis, 46, Queen Victor st suffer accordi ngiy. DEBENHAM, STORR & so { and 
Hat, Many Pret, Bradfor Inne 30. ( H. J. Marsden, Bradford 26, King-street, ‘Covent-garden , W.C. 2, the well-known a 
Harpr, Taomas, Bradford, Grocer. J 7, R & P sradford chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of xpert Fire 
Harrison, Henrterra Bessie. Merst g J 15. Dalet Sons & liman Val uers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations io any i 
2 ithampton-st., Blooms ’ - Tae, 
Rumer, Ei mpene ~ —_ lan ee dice Be 40 | purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture; works of art, bric-d , 
a WAY »WARD ATSON . ‘ } t. July ‘ ) 
Rebtond.coe speciality.—{Apvt.) BC 
— ren: 

















THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co,, Lo. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. now 1. 
FIDELITY, GLASS, oe 








FIRE, BURGLARY LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, Boi 

MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. aa 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders aie 
eS eee —- __ W.AT 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY 1: 4/6 percent. is vie most complete Policy ever offered to householdem Jf $01 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS' | POLICY Covers all Risks 1 under One Document for One Inclusive Preimium Rov 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases; and Mortgages of 


INSU RANCE. Licensed Property, settled ty Counsel,|will be sent on application. 


24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 



















For Further Information, write: 
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x. B nkr t N ti Mucu, Karte, Quex-rd., Kilburn. High Court Pet E 
April ls. Ord. May B x ris 1 ’ ; 
a up cy Oo ices, Nentsky, Micnatt, Brompton rd. High ¢ ‘ let = pe ts bn Jewels, Antique Silver and 
London Gazette —Frivar, May 3. Feb. 19. Ord. May 25 ath 
RECEIVING ORDERS P« == -" M — st r, Re t ul ‘ ' other valuables. 
Gortiss ERwtst STEPHENSON, Bever! y. Agricultural Wat eu, { mA pane B rm “ ve D J b ‘ Bir 
Jmplement Ageat. Kingeton-wpon-Hull. Pet. Ma) mingham. Fet. May 29. Ord. May 29 TO SOLICITORS, TRUSTEES and 
: . WaTson-Paun, Guy, Step H t P A 
Gsver, Harner Gronat, Lewes, Builder. Lewes. Pet . 4 og 7 EXECU ~ 
May 8 Ord. May 27 2. Ord. May 2 EXECUTORS, 
Fumnow, M. A., Seacroft, Skegness. Boston. Pet FIRST MEETINGS 
April Ll. Ord. May 26 Aveny, WittraM James. G mater r ! ° . — - 
een te +=_ " Grosvenor-rd. High Court t 11.30. County ( ¥ irt Off e K t_@G noeter J) EBENHAM, STORR & SONS, Ltd., 
ret. May 2. re ay 27 Fanrow, M. A., Ske June 13 at 12. Off. Ree Anvctioneers and Valuers of all classes of Pr 
May ’ ; : : f : ‘ erty. 
BRicmarys Trmoray Eri Lampeter, Agricultural En Lineoln Sales held in two spacious auction rooms daily ene being 
gineer. a wmarthen. Pet. May 26. Ord. May & Hotves, H. V., Ald ’ at 2. | teserved for silver plate, jewellery, watches, coins, curioa, 
Romexrs, Epwiy, Gomersall, near Leeds, Insurance fankruptey-bkigs., ¢ &c., the other for furniture, pictures, bronzes, works of 
Agent. Dewsbury. Pet. May 38. Ord. May 28 Howrit, WiiaM Joux, § a J Tune 12 at | art, carpets, guns, wine, furs, &c 
Grevens, Heeserr Henny Leicester, Tobacconist Il. Off. Re Gover M , ‘ : 
Leiceeter. Pet. May 236. Ord. May 26 Swansea , Valuations made in town and country for probate 
FIRST MEETINGS Mien, Karir, Quex-rd K , 63 speregey and other matters. 
li Geenen, Gandy, Bede, Saleanes jee? et bx Ban ruptey kde Carey st. eat Apply 26 King Street, Covent Garden, London, W (C. 
10 ities & Morrison, Solicitors, Mill-st si - wage fr iit Phone : 2399 Gerrard. Telegrams: ‘ Viewing,’ London. 
Cavse ‘Hager Grorae, Lewes, Builder. June 6 at 2.30 ——— ‘ ' re : . ~ 7 . of r | . 
Off. Reo., 124, Marlborough-pl., Brighton - ond a os a2 , Ww J 
Dexs, Enwarp, Birmingham, Draper. June 6 at I! 4 aoe Paee , “~ y nom n I E R I 0 D I C A L S) A L E 8. 
Off. Reo., Ruskin-chmbre., 191, Corporation-st., Bir see hes “ar ; ST . ¥ 
ae. See, mu , Carey-s ESTABLISHED 1843. 
Pimpixvec, Marsorre I., _Grosv nor-rd. June 12 a : ADIJUDICATIONS M ESSRS H, E. F¢ ISTER & CRANFIELD 
Bankruptey-bkigs., € arey-st . : Barsartper, Grorer, Brou Vest n ‘ condact PERIODICAL SALES of 
Hammon p, ARrHvnr, Buclawton, Chest r Farmer. Jon Pet. April 25. Ord. May 30 REVERSIONS (Absolute and Contingent), 
6 at 2.90. Off. Rec., 9, Brook-st., Stoke-upon-Tren Gatrry, Harry Viviaxy, 0 Rn iH LIFE INTERESTS and ANNUITIES , 
Mowat, Witt, Maidenhead, Timber Mercha Court. Pet. De 2 0 . LIFE POLICIES F 
June 6 at 1. 14, Bedford-row Wartros, Cnar.es, Birming! B I Shares and Debentares, 
Srrvens, Herorrr Hever, Leicester, Tobacconist. Ju mincham. Pet. May 29. 0 M ") Mortgage Debts and Bonds, and 
6 at ll. Off. Rec., 1, Berridge-st.. Ls t Kindred Interests, 
ADJUDICATIONS m the FIRST and THIRD THURSDAYS tn each month 
Kuve, Frepericx, Bishopsgat« Hich Court. Fet throughout the year, at WINCHESTER HOUSE Old 
Merch 2.- Ord. May 2% eiicon a Ponies : 
Riemanys, Truotay Enic, Lampeter, Agricultural En FOR Offices, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. 2. Telegrams, “ Invart 
gineer. Oarmarthen. Pet. May 26. Ord. May 26 78 ably Stock, London.” Tel. Nes, 2003 and 2964 City. 
@eevexs, Hersert Henry, Leicester, Tobacconist PARALYSED and EPILEPTIC, 
Leicester. Pet. May 26. Ord. May 26 . 
Watrs, Ennest Caarces, New Malden, Surrey. King QUEEN SQUARE, BILOOMSSURY, W.C. PERIODICAL PROPERTY AUCTIONS. 
ston, Surrey. Pet. May 2. Ord. May 28 The largest Hospital of ite kind. 
London Gazette.—Trespary, June 3 The Charity is forced at present to rely, te some beg to announce that thelr PROPERTY AUCTIONS 


RECEIVING ORDERS 





extent, upon legacies for maintenance. 
Those desiring to provide Annuities for 











will beheld at WINCHESTER HOUSE, Old Broad-street, 


| 
ESSRS. H.E.FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
E.C 





Howwen, H. V., Alderman's-walk. High Court Pet 4 
April 10. Ord. May 28 relatives or friends are asked to send for particulars Vendors, solicitors, and trustees having properties for 

Beu, W. A. Crirrrorp, Luton, Cycle Dealer. Lutor ons DOBATIONS CARRYING LIFE ANNUITIES ale are respectfully invited to communicate with the 
Pet. May 1. Ord. May 29 = . Auctioneers, at their Offices, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. 2, 

Leaperaten, Tom, Harrogats Company Promoter THE EARL OF HARROWBY, Treasurer. Telegrams : “ Invartably Stock, London.” Tel. Nos. 2968 
York, Pet. April 25. Ord. May 30 and 2064 City. 

— —. 





LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE SOCIETY LIMITED, 


No. 114, Chancery Lane, London, W.C. 2. 


—==3 





Fire. Personal Accident and Disease, Burglary. 


Workmen's Compensation, including Domestic Servants. 


Property Owners’ Indemnity. 


Fidelity Guarantee. 
Motor Car. Plate Glass. 


Third Party. 


BON DS —The Directors desire to specially draw the attention of the Legal Profession to the fact that the Fidelity 
Guammmmmmeme (Guarantee Bonds of this Society are accepted by His Majesty’s Government and in the High Court of Justice. 





DIRECTORS— 


CHARLES PLUMPTRE JOHNSON, Esq., J.P., CHAIRMAN (formerly of Johnson, Raymond-Rarker & Co 


Lincoln's Inn) 


ROMER WILLIAMS, Esq., D.L., J.P., Viok-CHAIRMAN (formerly of Williams & James, Norfolk House, Thames Embankment) 


ROWLAND BEEVOR, Esq.(Williams & James), Norfoik House, Thames Embankment. 

GLOKGE FRANCI>s BERNEY, Esq. (Corsellis & Kerney) Lincoln's Inn Ficids, 

LC. CHOLMELEY, Esq. (Frere, Cholmeley & Co.), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 

BUMUND FRANCIS BLAKE CHURCH, Esq, (Church, Adams & Prior), Bedford Row. 

HARRY M. CROUKENDEN, Esq. (Francis & Crookenden), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 

GODFREY NIX DICKINSON, Esq. (Bewes & Dickinson), Stonehouse. 

¥. Bk. FAREBROTHER, Esq. (fladgate & Co.\ Pal! Mall. 

BENKY LEYFEVEKE FARRER, Esq. (Farrer & Co-), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 

& S&S. FREELAND, Esq. (Nicholson, Patterson & Freeland) Queen 
W est minster. 

C. W. GRAHAM, Esq. (Lawrence, Graham & Co.), Lincoln's Inn. 

W. A. T. HALLOWES, Esq. (Hallowss & Carter), Bedfor] Row. 

BDWIN HART, Eeq. (Budd, Brodie & Hart), Bedford Row. 

KR CARLETON-HOLMES, Esq, (formerty of Carleton-Holmes, Fell & Wade), Bedford 


Row. 
FRANCIS REGINALD JAMES, Esq. (Gwynne James & Son), Hereford. 


Anne's Gate, 





SECRETARY—H. T. OWEN LEGGATT, 


This Society, consequent on 
APPLICATIONS FOR AGENCIES 
business on the most favourable terms. 
Forms and tuli information may be had at the Society's Vifice, 


Wlered te the Policy Holders is un 


FROM SOLICITORS, TO WHOM IT 
It enjoys the highest 2. 
h 





ASSISTANT SECRETARIES { \\P"D" 


its close connection with, and exceptional experience of the requirements of, 
iS ABLE TO OFFER SPECIAL PACILITIES for the transaction 


tation for prompt and liberal settlement of claims. 
e business of the Society is contined to the United Kingdom, 


by any of the leading Inswrance Companies. 


JAMES MARSH JOHNSTONE, Esq. (Rawle, Johnstone & Co.), Bedford Row. 

DILLON R. L. LOWE, Esq. (Lowe & Co.), Temple Gardens. 

FREDERICK STUART MORGAN, Eaq. (Saxton & Morgan), Somerset Street. 

RONALD PEAKE, Esq. (Peake, Bird, Collins, & Co.), Bedford Row. 

JOHN POUGLAS PEEL. Req. (Morre!l, Peet & Gamien) Oxford. 

CECIL STUART RAYMOND-BARKER Esq. (Johnson, Raymond-Barker & Co,) 
Lincolns’ Inn 


& Mills), Lincoin’s Inn 


J. BE. W. RIDES, Eaq. (Rider, Heaton, Meredt h 

GEORGE L. STEWART, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 

MICHAEL FORBES TWEEDIR, Raq. (A. F. & R. W. Tweedie), Lincoin’s Inn Fields. 
(Walforas) Bolton Street, Piccadilly. 


WALFORD, Krq 
(Walters & ©o.), Lincoln's Inn. 

White) Great Mar!borough Steeot. 
Whitehead & lDavidsons), Bolton 


HERBERT NEVILI 

W. MELMOTH WALTERS, Feq 

Sir HENRY ARTHUR WHITE, C.V.0.(A. & 

ARTHUR C. WHITEHEAD, Eaq. (Hurch, 
Street, Piccadi'ly 

EB. TREVOR LL WILLIAMS, Esq., J.P., Pinesfield, Rick mansworth. 


EVANS. 
LAWRENCE. 


the Legal Profession, INVITES 
of insurance 


Proposal 
security 


GEORGE 


Prospectuses and 
and the 
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ISSUE OF 


4°, FUNDING LOAN, 1960-1990. 


Redeemable within 71 years by means of a Sinking Fund. 


MAY and 1st NOVEMBER. 


Interest payable half-yearly on the {st 


A First Dividend as follows will be paid on the | st NOVEMBER, 1919 :— 
Instalment 
Alloluments” , 
on each 
~ £02353 mante af £1000 ant upwards 
£016 
£009 
pil. 


“ Fully-paid 
Allotments 


2192. 
ai77% - 
aisét ° 
ai46. - 


ON ALLOTMENTS APPLIED POR 
On orb fore the 2ist June 


From the 2%rd June to the 28th June 
» Mth ,, Sth July 
Tthiuly ,, I2th ,, 


PRICE OF ISSUE £80 PER CENT. 


PAYABLE AS FOLLOWS: 


1. For FULLY-PAID ALLOTMENTS 

On Application £80 per cent 

2. For INSTALMENT ALLOTMENTS 
On Application 
On Tuesday, the 
On Thursday the 
On Thereday the 
On Thureday, the 
On Thursday, the 15th November, 
On Thursday, the lith December 
On Thursday, the 8th January 


29h July, 1919 
2ist August, 1919 
18th September 
16th October 


1919 
1919 
1919 
1919 
1920 


£80 per cent 


and 
of 


1893 
the time 


Truatee Act 


may at 


investment authorized yy The 
notwithstanding that the 
value of £100 per gent 


The 
Trustees 


tinveatme 


Stotk és 
may inves 
nt 


erein price 


exceed redemption 


OF THE BANK OF ENGLAND and 
OF THR BANK OF IRELAND are 
the above Loan, which will take the 
Stock may 
or may be 


THE GOVERNOR AND COMPANY 
THE GOVERNOR AND COMPANY 
authorised to receive applications for 
form of Stock or Bonds to Bearer at the option of Subscribers; 
be inseribed as transferable in the Stock Transfer Books, 
registered as “transferable by Deed 

Applications must be for sums which are multiples of £50, and may be 
Fully-paid Allotments,” or (2) “Instalment Allotments.” 
They will received at the Bank of England Loans Office, 5 and 6 
Lombard Street, London, E.C. 3, and at the Bank of Ireland, Dublin, and 
may he forwarded either direct, or through the medium of any Banker or 
Stockbroker in the United Kingdom 

British Government Treasury Bills issued June, 1919 
be accepted under discount at 4 per cent. per annum ae from the 
June. 1919, in lien of cash in payment for Fully-paid Allotments,’ 
provided that the entire proceeds of the Bills are so applied Fully-paid 
Allotments” made in respect of such Applications will receive on the 
ist November, 1919, the dividend payable on that date in respect of ‘ Fully- 
paid Allotments’ applied for on or before the 2ist June, 1919 
Stock and Bonds of the undermentioned Issues will be accepted at par 
the equivalent of cash in payment, in whole or in part, for Fully 
Allotmente of this Issue 
per cent. War Loan, 1925-1945 
cent. Excheaner Ronds, 1919 
1920, 1921 and 1922 

£5 per cent. National War Bonds, ist, 2nd and ird Series 

Where the Stock or Bonds surrendered do not represent the exact sum 
required to pay for an Allotment (which must be a multiple of £50), the 
requisite balance must be provided in cash. Interest accrued to the 2ist 
June, 1919, will be paid on holdings surrendered, and the Allotments issued 
in lien of such holdings will receive on the ist November, 1919. the dividend 
payable on that date in respect of “ Fully-paid Allotments” applied for 
on or before the 21st June, 1919. In the case of the £6 per cent. Exchequer 
Bonds, 1920, an additional payment will be made representing interest 
at 1 per cent. from the 2ist June, 1919, to the 16th February, 1920, upon 
the holdings surrendered 

NOTE.—Applications paid for, in whole or in part, by the surrender 
of Stock inscribed or Bonds registered in the Books of the Bank of 

Ireland must be forwarded to the Bank of Ireland, Dublin 


for either 
he 


prior to the ist 
will 


Mat 


as 
paid 

£4 108 
£5 per 


Exchequer Bonds, 1920 
National War Bonds, ist, 
2nd and Srd Series 


£6 per cent 
£4 per ccnt 


A commission of one-eighth per cent. will be allowed to Bankers, 
applications bearing their Stamp, and paid for wholly in cash and 


omplete 21900 ia allot- 





Stock registered in the Books of the General Post Office, 
Bonds issued by the General Post Office, will not be accepted at . 
Bank of England. They will be accepted at the Post Office under 
arrangements eet forth in the separate Prospectus issued by ¥ 
Postmaster-General. 

The Principal and Interest of the Loan will be a charge on the 
Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom. 

His Majesty's Government undertake to set aside at the close of ead 
half-year a sum equal to 23 per cent. on the nominal amount of the 
Loan originally created. After deducting therefrom the amount require 
for payment of Interest on the Loan for the half-year, the balance @ 
the sum so set aside will be carried to a Sinking Fund which will & 
applied during the succeeding half-year to the purchase of the Loan fer 
cancellation if the price is at or under par; when the price is abou 
par it will be either so applied or otherwise invested under the contre 
of Hie Majesty’s Treasury. Any outstanding balance of the Loan no 
previously redeemed will be repaid at par on the ist May, 1990, but Hip 
Majesty’s Government reserve to themselves the right, on giving thre 
calendar months’ notice in the “ London Gazette,” to redeem at par a 
any time on or after the ist May, 1960, any outstanding balance of ths 
[oan not previously purchased and cancelled by the operation of the | 
Sinking Fund. : 

Stock and Bonds of this issue will be accepted by the Commissioneg 
of Inland Revenne as the equivalent of cash on the basis of £80 cash for 
each £100 Stock or Bande surrendered, with due adjustment on accoum 
of interest, in satisfaction of amounts due on account of Death Dutigg 
provided that the Stock or Bonds surrendered have formed part of the 
Fetate passing ondeath of the deceased continuously up to the date @ | 
death from the date of the original subscription or for a period of not les 
than six months immediately preceding the date of death. Stock ang 
Ronds so surrendered and outatanding will be held for account of His 
Majesty's Government until redeemed by the operation of the Sinking 
Fund or until the final redemption of the Loan; any portion of the 
Sinking Fund applied in any half-year to the purchase for cancellation 
Stock or Bonds so held will bear to the total of the Sinking Fund avail 
a ratio not exceeding that which the Stock and Bonds so held at the 
commponaetsans of such half-year bore to the total of the Loan then oat 
standing 

Stock or Bonds of this issue and the interest payable from time to time 
in respect thereof will be exempt from all British Taxation, present o 
future, so lone as it is shewn in the manner directed by the Treasury that 
they are in the beneficial ownership of persons who are neither domiciled 
nor ~ weed resident in the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Irelanc 

Further, the interest payable from time to time in respect of Stock 
and Bonds of this Issue will be exempt from British Income Tax, present 
or future, so long as it is shewn in the manner directed by the Treasury 
that the Stock or Bonds are in the beneficial ownership of persons ne 
ordinarily resident in the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 
without regard to the question of domicile. Where Bonds are in the 
heneficial ownership of a person entitled to exemption under thes 
provisions. the relative Coupons will be paid without deduction for Income 
Tax or other taxes if accompanied by a declaration of ownership in eng 
form as may be required by the Treasury. 

The Books of the Loan will be Kept at the Bank of England and @ 
Bank of Treland. 
Stock will be convertible into 


the 
Bonds to Bearer (in denominations of 


£50, £100, £200, £500. £1,000 and £5,000) with Coupons attached for the 
Interest payable half-yearly, and Bonde will be convertible into Stok 
without payment of any fee. Stock will be transferable in ums 
which are multiples of a penny. a 
Dividend warrants will be forwarded by post. In the case of inscrtbed 
and registered holdings of “ Fully-paid Allotments,” the warrants for tie 
firet dividend, payable ist November, 1919, will be forwarded in all case 
to the original Allottees or their Nominees. 
“ Pully-paid Allotments” will be issued in one or other of the following 
forms as applicants may direct 
1. “ Certificate of Inscription” 
Transfer Books; 
2. “ Register Certificate ” 
3. “ Bond Certificate(s) ”’ 
to Bearer. 
Allotments made in respect of applications paid for, in whole or @ 
part, by the surrender of Stock or Registered Bonds will in all cases 
jnecribed or registered in the names of the holders in whose names the 
surrendered holdings stood. Allotments made in respect of applicat 
paid for, in whole or in part, by the surrender of Bearer Bonds will in 
cases be made in Bearer form 
Allotment Letters with Coupon attached for the dividend, if any, da 
ist November, 1919, will be issued in respect of “ Instalment Allotments” 
and. when paid in fall, may be inscribed or registered on or after th® 
ist September, 1919. or may be exchanged for Bonds to Bearer as soon #@ 


these can be prepared. 
The Instalments payable in respect of “Instalment Allotments” may 
discount at the 


be paid in full on or after the 2%h Julv, 1919. under 
rate of 34 per cent. per annum. Where payment in full is made betweet 
two instalment dates, disconnt will be calculated as from the instalmemt 
date next succeeding the date of such full payment. In case of default 
in the payment of any instalment by its proper date, the deposit 
any instalments previously paid will be liable to forfeitare Paym 
may be made without additional charge at Offices of the undermentione 
Banks in the United Kingdom, 


any 


of Stock transferable in the Sto 


of Stock transferable by Deed; 
exchangeable in due course for Bond 





Stockbrokers and Financial Houses on allotments made in respect of 
or by the discounting of Treasury Bills. No commission will be 


allowed on Allotments paid for, in whole or in part, by the surrender of Stock or Bonds 


Application Forms for 
(1) “Fully-paid 
(2) “ Inetalment 


Allotments,” 
Allotments,” 


to be paid for wholly in cash and/or by the discounting of Treasury Bills may be 
Kingdom ; 


Ireland: at any Bank or Money Order Office in the United 
House, F.C. 4; and of any of the principal Stockbrokers 

Application Forms for “ Fully-paid Allotments” to be paid 
have been sent by post to all inscribed and registered holders 
lieu of Cash. Further Forms may be obtained 


1 (a) For the surrender of 
(b) For the surrender of 


for 
in 


holdings registered or inseribed 


Bonds to Bearer 


2 For the surrender of holdings registered or inscribed in the books of the Bank of Ireland 


in the 


obtained at the Bank of England and at the Bank of 
Muillens, Marshall & Co., 13, George Street, Mansion 


in part, by the surrender of Stock or Registered Bonds, 
joint account to the first holder) of Issues receivable in 


of Messrs 
in whole or 
the case of a 


jooks of the Bank of England) at the Bank of England, 
mal London, E.C 
} at the Bank of Ireland, 
Dublip, 


Applicants for these Forms must etate the description of holding which it is desired to surr@nder. 


The List of Applications will be closed on Saturday, the 12th July 


BANK OF ENGLAND, 
12th June, 1919 


, 1919, 








